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Wer HAVE seen a statement which has appeared in 
some of our contemporaries to the effect that Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood comtemplates resigning his office at the close 
of the year. We are aware that a rumour to that effect 
gained some currency in the profession just before the 
last long vacation, and we believe the statement in 
question to have been founded in a rumour and nothing 


better. 


WHEN ARE WE to expect that the mine of Gifficulties 
contained in the Companies Act, 1862, will have been 
explored and exhausted? It is said that a new vein 
has recently been discovered in the course of winding- 
up some companies, whose debts have been found so 
large, and whose existing shareholders so poor, that it 
will become necessary to resort to past members for con- 
tribution. Without entering on a long discussion of the 











difficulties which may arise from this state of facts, we 
can give an idea of some of them by the following 
example :—A., the holder of shares not fully paid up 


in a limited company, transfers them to B. within a year 
before the winding up. A compromise is made with B. 
under the 160th section in respect of his liability for 
calls, Can the company, after A.’s name has been 
settled on the list of contributories as a past member, 
make and enforce a call on him for the amount remain- 
ing unpaid on the shares, and, if so, will A. have any 
remedy against B. for recovering the same in the wind- 
ing up or otherwise. We believe that this question 
will have to be answered, and the relative position of A. 
and B. determined, entirely from a consideration of the 
Act of 1862, for the peculiar relation created by that 
Act between shareholders and their creditors will prevent 
our safely applying the general principles of the law of 
partnership or reasoning by analogy from corresponding 
provisions of previous Acts. At the same time it may 
be useful by way of contrast to notice some of these pro- 
visions. Thus, under the Act 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110, we find 
that a creditor might proceed indifferently to issue exe- 
cution against present shareholders and persons who had 
ceased to be shareholders within the three preceding 
years, although as to the latter only for liabilities in- 
curred bofore they respectively ceased to be shareholders, 
(section 67), but the victim selected had a right to re- 
cover contributions from all the persons who were liable 
to a similar attack, (section 68). Again, the Joint-Stock 
Companies Act, 1856, treated persons who had ceased to 
hold shares in a limited company within one year as 
existing shareholders for the purpose of contribution, 
(section 63), but laid down as the rule for determining 
the liability of existing and former shareholders inter se 
that the transferee should indemnify the transferor 
against all calls made or accrued due on the shares sub- 
sequently to the transfer, (section 66). Now the dis- 
tinctive character of the Act of 1862 is, that this coequal 
liability to creditors of past and present members, whether 
arising on a judgment obtained against the company or 
under the winding up, attended as a necessary conse- 
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quence with an obligation on the part of the transferee 
of shares to indemnify his transferor, has been taken 
away, and shareholders in companies subject to the pro- 
visions of that Act being now treated as only liable to 
creditors in the order in which they would have been in 
equity liable inter se, we are inclined to think that there 
is no longer any implied contract of indemnity between 
them, and that in fact the transferee does not guaran- 
tee his solvency to the transferor. If this is so,and their 
liabilities to contribute are independent, it will follow 
that a compromise with a transferor or transferee will 
not discharge the other, except as to the amount actually 
paid, although the form appended to the general order, 
11th November, 1862, may have been followed, and the 
right to enforce calls against him should not have been 
expressly reserved. As, however, the transferor, whose 
transferee has been compromised with, and all the other 
rear rank men, if we may so term them, whose front rank 
men are not to be depended on, would be affected by a 
compromise on too easy terms, they ought no doubt either 
to have the liberty of attending the proceedings at their 
own expense, or to be represented under the 61st rule of 
the above order, and the Master of the Rolls having held 
in a recent case that the list of past members cannot be 
settled until the court is satisfied that the existing mem- 
bers are unable to satisfy the contributions required from 
them, such past shareholders not being until then con- 
tributories, it may be doubted whether a final compromise 
could be effected with any transferee of shares until his 
transferor had been settled on the list, supposing that 
in the event recourse to the latter becomes necessary. 

Before leaving this subject, we may mention that there 
is some obscurity in the incorporation of the provisions 
of section 5 of the Companies Act, 1867, with section 38 
of the old Act, it not being directly stated ‘whether the 
new unlimited liability which may be imposed on direc- 
tors under section 4 of the recent Act is to be resorted to 
before or after contribution has been required from past 
members. We have no doubt, however, that in companies 
which may avail themselves of that section, the extra- 
ordinary right of contribution is only to be used in the 
last resort. 


ONE MODE in which the Metropolitan Streets Act, 1867, 
proposes to do away with obstructions is by preventing 
the exposure for sale, or otherwise, of goods upon any 
part of a street over which the public have, or claim, 
a right of way. It is good in principle that such ob- 
structions should be removed, but so far as can be fore- 
seen, the attempts to remove them will most likely lead 
to litigation. In many districts of London large por- 
tions of what would seem to belong to the footway are 
appropriated by the owners of adjoining shops for the 
purpose of exposing thereon the contents of those shops. 
The sixth section of the Act provides that no goods shall 
be allowed to rest on any footway, or be otherwise 
allowed to cause obstruction or inconvenience to the 
passage of the public for a longer time than may be 
absolutely necessary for loading or unloading. 

Various parts of London, removed but a short distance 
from its centre, exhibit whole streets, the footways of 
which are covered as to about half the extent, with the 
goods of the occupiers of the various adjacent shops. 
Some of these streets impress one with the idea that the 
houses were originally erected with the ordinary London 
ditch, commonly called a front area, to each, and that 
with a view to procure space for the purpose of exhibit- 
ing goods, these areas have all been covered in and paved 
over. Most of the spaces so obtained are, during the 
whole day time and a great part of the night, covered 
with the contents of the shop behind, and comprise 
about one-half of the footway. Intervals however do 
occur, and there may be seen several houses, the space 
in front of which, although paved over, is left for the 
free use of the public, 

Now the question to be solved is, whether the goods 
so exposed are an obstruction to the footway proper, or 

3 














50 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Nov. 16, 1867, 





whether the public never had a right of way over the 
land so used. It might as to those places which are used 
for the exposure of goods for sale, be argued, that if the 
public have a right of way over them, it is subject to 
the easement claimed by such exposure, but as to those 
parts which have not been so used, it may be argued 
that the footway is, or ought to be, continuous, and that 
if there is an uninterrupted right of way over the one, 
no easement can be set up to prevent the absolute right 
over the other. 

An alarm has gone forth—and we believe not without 
foundation—that the police intend to cause all such ob- 
structions to be removed. As an interpretation of the 
clause of the Act already quoted, it is provided that “the 
surface of any space over which the public have the right 
of way, that intervenes in any street between the foot- 
way and the carriage-way, shall, notwithstanding any 
claim of any person, by prescription or otherwise, to the 
deposit or exposure for sale of any goods or other articles 
on such surface, be deemed to be part of the foot- 
way.” That is to say that any space between the foot- 
way and the carriage-way is to be deemed to be the foot- 
way; but this does not include the whole space between 
the houses and the carriage-way. There are, we believe, 
localities in Islington and elsewhere to which this inter- 
pretation clause will apply, but there are many more 
places to which it would have applied, if worded so as to 
include the whole of the paved space between the houses. 

And there are many reasons why the Act should have 
been made so applicable. In consequence of the rumour 
referred to—or more probably of a police notification— 
the shopkeepers, in some of the neighbourhoods where 
this system of exposing goods most extensively prevails, 
have, within the last few days, attempted to establish 
what they consider their right to the space in front of 
their houses by erecting an iron rail extending from the 
house down to the edge of what they consider to be the 
legitimate footway. By this means a space, which, in 
some cases, was open to the public, is obstructed, and 
anyone desirous of walking along close to the houses is 
prevented from doing so. We hear already of several 
accidents having occurred by reason of foot-passengers 
stumbling over these rails in the night time—for it 
must be understood they are erected on places which, 
for a large portion of the twenty-four hours of the day, 
were free from all obstruction. It is hardly to be expected 
however that those who have thus set up a claim to these 
portions of the footway will allow the railings to be re- 
moved without resort to a court of law to protect their 
supposed rights. 





ANOTHER VERY IMPORTANT real property point is 
now before Lord Chelmsford. It may be remembered 
that in Dady v. Hartridge, 6 W. R. 834, Vice-Chan- 
cellor Kindersley decided, the case being one of the first 
impression, that since the Wills Act a residuary devisee 
of realty is no longer to be regarded as specific. The 
Master of the Rolls subsequently adopted the same view 
in Rotheram v. Rotherham, 7 W. R. 368, and also in a 
later case, but Vice-Chancellor Stuart, in Pearmain v. 
Twiss, 8 W. R. 329, and Clark v. Clark, 13 W. R. 
735, decided the other way. Last year Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley, in Hensman v. Fryer, 14 W. R. 983, fol- 
lowed his own decision in Dady v. Hartridge. Hensman 
v. Fryer is now on appeal before the Lord Chancellor, 
the argument took place on the 9th and 11th ult., and 
his Lordship has reserved judgment. The point in- 
volves the important question whether or no a general 
pecuniary legatee can marshall as against a residuary 
devisee of realty. 





THE ADJOURNED WINDING UP PETITION in the mat- 
ter of the Royal Bank of Liverpool came again before 
Vice-Chancellor Malins yesterday (Friday), when an order 
was made to continue the voluntary winding-up under 
the supervision of the court, the order to be dated on 
Friday next, without further discussion, 





- ee == 
THE QUESTION of the construction of the fifth section 
of the County Court Act has not yet been decided, W, 
understand, that this arises from the fact of two rulg 
having been granted, and some - misunde i 
having taken place as to which rule should be argued, the 
parties in such case being apparently desirous of having 
the question decided at the expense of the parties to the 
other rule. The cases were mentioned to the Court 
yesterday (Friday), and we believe some arrangement 
will be made to have them disposed of shortly. 





WE CALLED attention some time since to the provisions 
of the Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, which 
enable an execution creditor of a company established 
under that Act to proceed against any shareholder of the 
company, and we pointed out that the Act provided 
against the shareholder being called upon to pay mor 
than the whole amount for the time being not paid up 
on his shares. In a case, however, which was heard by 
the Court of Queen’s Bench last week, a creditor of the 
Dublin Trunk Connecting Railway Company attempted 
to make a shareholder of the company liable to pay him 
the amount not called up on his shares, notwithstanding 
that amount had already been paid to another execution 
creditor. It was not seriously argued that the share 
holder was bound to pay the money twice over, and the 
only point really was that the shareholder ought not to 
pay under less compulsion than an actual execution, and 
that inasmuch as the shareholder in the particular case 
had been content with the service on him of a writ 
of scire facias, the receipt of the creditor at whose suit 
the writ was issued did not discharge him from his lia- 
bility. We are glad to see that the court decided without 
hesitation in favour of the shareholder, and did not yield 
to the arguments argued by the creditor’s counsel, that 
the point ought to be reserved to be decided on formal 
pleadings, but at once discharged the rule nisi, for the 
issue of another writ of scire facias. The Lord Chief 
Justice remarked that it was a monstrous proposition, 
that where, as in the case before the court, no doubt could 
be thrown upon the honesty and bona fides of the share- 
holder in making the payment to the first execution 
creditor, he was to be left to undergo litigation, to estab- 
lish his right to exemption from a claim which he had 
already fully discharged. Though the Court, on the’ground 
of the point being wholly a new one, did not give the 
shareholder his costs, we presume that any creditor making 
a similar application, will not be allowed to fail on such 
easy terms. The judgment of the Court is conclusive on 
a point as to which there ought to be no doubt in the 
minds, either of shareholders or creditors of railway 
companies, and as it had been mooted without being 
argued in other cases, we cannot be sorry that it has been 
fully discussed, The result confirms the view we ¢x- 
pressed as to the judges’ construction of the Act.* 





Sir TRAVERS Twiss will take the chair at the first 
meeting of the Department of Jurisprudence and Amend- 
ment of the Law of the Session 1867-8, to be held on 
Monday the 18th. 





WE ARE NOT SURPRISED that an application should 
have been made to Mr. Justice Blackburn at Manchester, 
under the 30 & 31 Vict. c. 35, s. 5, to allow the costs 
of the witnesses called for the defence at the recent 
trials, But it appears to have been made in an incorrect 
form. The costs of witnesses, who had been called on 
the part of prisoners who were acquitted, were applied 
for, and were properly refused by the judge. Whether 
such costs should be allowed or not has nothing what- 
ever to do with the decision to which the jury may come 
too on any particular case. The language of the Act is 
as follows :—The court before which any accused pet- 
son shall be prosecuted, or tried . . is hereby 





* Supra, 11 8. J, 827, 
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authorized and empowered, in its discretion, at the re- 
quest of any person who shall appear before such court 
on recognizance, to give evidence on behalf of the person 
acoused, to order payment unto such witness so-appear- 
ing, such sum of money as to the court shall seem rea- 
sonable, and sufficient to compensate such witness for 
the expenses, trouble, and loss of time he shall have in- 
curred or sustained, in attending before the examining 
magistrates, and at or before such court.” 

The question, therefore, in each case in which costs 
of a prisoner’s witnesses are applied for, is not whether 
the prisoner is acquitted or convicted, but whether the 
Court in its discretion considers that the witnesses 
were proper and trustworthy. It must also be noticed 
that unless bound over to appear no prisoner’s wit- 
nesses can have their expenses paid by the prosecution, 
however trustworthy they may turn out to be, and how- 
ever important their testimony may be to the proper 
administration of justice. 

Mr. Justice Blackburn appears to have felt’ great dif- 
ficulty in exercising the discretion cast upon him by the 
statute. “The Legislature,” he observed, “in passing 
the Act, contemplated ordinary cases where only a few 
witnesses were required, but the machinery broke down 
iu such a case as the present, where there were some 
seventy or eighty witnesses.” If the mere number of 
witnesses prevents the proper application of the Act, we 
may conclude that the Act itself requires amendment. 
Another difficulty occurred to the learned judge which 
certainly deserves tlie attention of the Legislature. Sup- 
pose a witness is bound over to appear at the trial for 
a prisoner and it eventually proves unnecessary to call 
him—is he to have his expenses? It would seem 
unjust to deprive him of them, but the granting of 
them is made to depend on the discretion of the 
presiding judge. How can he exercise that discretion 
unless he hears and sees the witness. It is obviously 
impossible for him to do so. We fully concur with Mr. 
Justice Blackburn that “he could not grant costs where 
witnesses had not been called.’ Yet the hardship of such 
a state of things is really considerable. The witness is 
bound to be in the assize town. Surely he is entitled to 
some reasonable compensation. The remedy for the 
grievance, which at present he undoubtedly suffers if he 
is not called, would be to give costs of all witnesses 
bound over to attend sessions or assizes, whether called 
or not. The magistrate’s duty is not to bind over any 
immaterial or improper witness. But if he does, why 
should the loss of time and money fall on the witness’s 
head? It should be sufficient evidence of his respecta- 
bility and of the possible importance of his evidence that 
a magistrate has made his appearance imperative. His 
costs ought not to be the subject of a judicial discretion 
which circumstances may render the judge unable to 
exercise, 

The Act of last session was unquestionably a step in 
the right direction. It gives innocent persons accused of 
crime a new facility for establishing their innocence, 
and pfevents a guilty man from offering false excuses. 
How often have such of our readers as are familiar 
with Crown practice heard a prisoner (or his 
counsel) pathetically appeal to the jury on the 
hardship of his being unable to pay the expenses 
of witnesses from a distance, whose evidence might 
have proved his innocence? and how frequently 
hastsuch an appeal been in reality “mere moonshine ! ” 
It can no longer be made with effect, for any prisoner 
can now produce his witnesses before the local magistrate 
who commits him for trial, and if their evidence is worth 
anything, they will be bound over to attend on his trial. 
But having made this salutary provision in farorem in- 
nocenti@, care should be taken that the witnesses 
themselves do not suffer. It is no light matter for aman 
to be brought to an assize town from a distant part of 
the country, without a certainty of reasonable compens- 
ation. He is entitled to demand it asa right, if he is 
compelled by law, to he in attendance. 








THE MAYOR’S COURT.—No. II. 


The ordinary case of attachment is when goods or 
money are in the hands of a third person, but there may 
also be an attachment of goods, &c., in the hands of the 
plaintiff himself. There can be no attachment of goods, 
&e., in the defendants’ own hands, but there is a process 
called sequestration, by which a plaintiff may obtain an 
attachment of goods, &c., belonging to the defendant, if 
the defendant has abandoned them. This process, as 
may be imagined, can very rarely be made use of. 

Until very recently there was some doubt as to the 
extent of the jurisdiction of the Mayor’s Court in cases 
of foreign attachment. The ordinary jurisdiction of the 
Court, although unlimited as to the amount of claim, 
is yet limited by the rule that the subject-matter which 
raises the gist of the action must have arisen within the 
local limits of the city, within which place only the 
Court can exercise its jurisdiction. It has, however, 
been contended that the jurisdiction in the proceedings 
in foreign attachment is more extended than the ordinary 
jurisdiction, and that foreign attachment might be 
issued although the plaintiff’s debt had not been con- 
tracted within the city. This important question has 
been lately set at rest by the decision of the House of 
Lords in Mayor, Se., of London v. Cox, 16 W. R. 44. 
In this case an attempt was made to establish an 
unlimited jurisdiction in cases of foreign attachment, 
neither the original debt nor the debt due from the 
garnishee having been contracted within the city of 
London, nor did the plaintiffs, the defendant, or the 
garnishees, reside or carry on business within, nor were 
any of them citizens of, London. The notice of attach- 
ment was served upon one of the garnishees, who were 
partners in business, while he was casually in the city 
for a temporary purpose. It was argued for the 
plaintiffs that although there was no jurisdiction 
to sue for the original debt, yet as the garnishee 
was within the city at the time of the service 
of the notice of attachment upon him, the Court had 
jurisdiction in the matter, and could thus indirectly, 
by means of foreign attachment, compel payment of a 
debt in respect of which it had no direct jurisdiction. 
The jurisdiction contended for would, therefore, in 
the words of Pollock, C.B., giving judgment in the Court 
of Exchequer in this case (2 H. & C. 402), amount to this, 
that “anyone owing money to another, if he casually 
enter the city, is subject first to a warning to pay, 
though his creditor has not sued him or desired payment, 
and, on his next visit, to an execution for the amount of 
the debt he owes, which amount is handed over to the 
person suing his creditor without any proof of the debt.” 
In the House of Lords this claim to so extended a juris- 
diction has been finaily negatived. The House affirming 
the unanimous judgments of the Courts of Exchequer and 
of Exchequer Chamber decided against the plaintiffs, 
holding that the process uf foreign attachment can only 
be duly resorted to when the cause of action arose within 
the jurisdiction of the court from which it issues; and 
further, that a debt due from a third person to the de- 
fendant cannot be attached unless the debt accrued within 
the city, or the third party is a resident within the city. 

It will be seen from this account of foreign attachment 
that it differs very much from the attachment of debts 
which may be obtained in the Superior Courts by a judg- 
ment creditor against a debtor of the judgment debtor. 
This mode of obtaining payment of a judgment debt is 
given by the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, ss. 60— 
66, but it is only available after the creditor has obtained 
judgment against his debtor. It affords, therefore, no 
security to the plaintiff during the course of the action 
that his claim, if established, will be paid. It also 
follows, as a consequence of the attachment under the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, not being available 
until after judgment, that such attachment only extends 
to debts, and cannot affect goods against which the judg ; 
ment creditor has his remedy by issuing a ji. fa. 
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Much difference of opinion has existed, and still exists, 
as to the utility of this procedure by foreign attachment. 
It is undoubtedly useful in many cases where the plain- 
tiff merely seeks to establish a valid claim, as he can 
thus in the city of London at once get security that he 
will not lose the fruits of his action. -On the other hand 
it would seem that this proceeding might be made use of 
in a way that would be extremely harsh and oppressive 
to a defendant who had good grounds for disputing the 
plaintiff’s claim. Whichever be the correct view, whether 
the procedure at Westminster or in the city of London 
be the more expedient, it is pretty clear that an altera- 
tion ought to be made in the one or the other. It is 
almost impossible that both courses of procedure should 
be equally beneficial, and one may well ask now whether 
the time has not come when, in the words of Willes, J., 
delivering the opinion of the judges to the House of 
Lords in the case before cited, “ the judicial customs of 
London shall either be abolished as antiquated, or ex- 
tended to all other courts as beneficial.” 





PRESUMPTIONS OF LIFE AND DEATH.—No. II. 


In our last article on this head we ran through the 
principal cases bearing on the'presumption of survivorship 
inthe case of persons perishingby some common calamity. 
The results may be summed up very briefly, as follows:— 

The presumptions of the civil law in such matters are 
unknown to the English law, and in the absence of 
evidence as to the circumstances of the parties death, the 
Court will draw no inference from their respective ages 

or sexes, but will simply arrive at no conclusion whatever 
in the matter; and will not, in the absence of evidence, 
presume the parties to have died simultaneously—The 
Court in such cases requires something more than mere 
ground for conjecture, and will very hardly draw any 
inference merely from the robustness, &c., of the parties. 
—Administration will be granted to the next of kin of 
either.—Where any title to property depends upon either 
party “dying in the lifetime of,” or surviving the other, 
in the absence of evidence justifying presumption, thecon- 
tingency will be taken as not having occurred, and the 
title will be defeated, and that even although both 
survivorships may favour the same title. 

We now come to a more numerous class of cases,—those 
in which the difficulty arises from the uncertainty re- 
specting the fate of some individual who has disappeared 
and left no trace. And first, as regards administration. 
In cases such as these it is of course impossible for the 
party seeking to administer to state the date of the death. 
That requirement is accordingly dispensed with, but the 
Court requires that proper enquiries should have been 
made, and especially that advertisements should have 
been issued. Where, however, the circumstances are such 
as to raise a very strong probability that the missing 
individual perished in a particular manner, advertisements 
will be dispensed with: as for instance. In the goods of 
Norris, 6 W. R. 261, where a man sailed,in 1856,ina 
ship which was never afterwards heard of, and was sup- 
posed to have foundered in a certain hurricane, Sir 
Cresswell Cresswell, in 1858, dispensed with advertise- 
ments as unnecessary where there was so strong a ground 
for supposing that the party had died at a particular 
time. In another case administration was refused to the 
estate of a man who had sailed but five months previously 
in a ship which had not since been heard of, and was 
considered (even by the underwriters, it was alleged) as 
having been lost in a hurricane which occurred about five 
weeks afterwards: in this latter case, the Court con- 
sidered the application as having been made too soon. 

Where cases of this kind come before the Courts of 
Common Law and Equity, there are two principal 
questions which may arise out of each case. (1) Is the 
missing party to be presumed dead? (2) Where may 
he be considered to have died? Naturally enough the 
Court of Equity engrosses most of these cases,—most 
‘mamonly in the form of petitions for the payment out 





of Court of funds to which the missing party is, or ig 
presumed to be, entitled. 

With reference to the first question, the presumption: 
of law which presumes that a man who was alive at a 
certain date has continued to live (Rew v. Inhabitants of 
Harborne, 2 B, & Ald. 386) may be rebutted by evidence, 
or’a counter presumption. And where a man has dis. 
appeared, and has not been heard of for more than seven 
years, the law (in the absence, of course, of evidence 
rendering this hypothesis improbable) will presume him 
dead at the end of the seven years. This presumption 
seems to have been adopted by analogy from the statute 
1 Jac. I,c. 11, the 12th section of which excepts from 
the penalties of bigamy any person whose husband or 
wife shall have been beyond seas, or continually absent, 
for seven years, the one not knowing the existence of the 
other, and that of 19 Car. II, c. 6, the second section of 
which enacts that cestui que vies, disappearing for more 
than seven years, shall be accounted as dead: (upon 
their re-appearing, however, the person entitled is to 
recover with interest). Mr. Best has suggested, in his 
work on Legal Presnmption, that the particular number 
of seven years may have been adopted in these statutes 
from still older cases, and cites one or two cases in 
support; they do not, however, much corroborate this 
view, and as this legal presumption is now well settled, 
it is of very little importance to consider its origin. In 
Watson v. England, 14 Sim. 27, Shadwell, V.C. made 
some observations which have very frequently been 
relied on by counsel arguing against the presumption, 
he said: “The old law relating to the presumption of 
death is daily becoming more and more untenable. For, 
owing to the facility which travelling by steam affords, a 
person may now be transported in a very short space of 
time from this country to the back-woods of America, 
or to some other remote region, where} he may never be 
heard of again.’ This argument, however, cuts both 
ways, for there is the same facility for returning which 
there is for going; and the fact of that facility having 
led to no return, and the increase of the means of com- 
munication having brought no tidings, affords a pre- 
sumption quite as strong as before, that the missing 
party isdead. It must be remembered, however, that 
the Court is not bound to presume death after seven 
years’ silent absence; and if there be, from the nature of 
the case, a probability that the missing party, if alive, 
would abstain from communication, it will decline the 
presumption. Thus, in the case last cited, where a girl 
of 17 had left her home, and a short time afterwards 
(in 1814) wrote from Portsmouth, saying that she 
meant to go abroad, the Vice-Chanceller, in 1844, dis- 
allowed the master’s finding that she had died in 1821, 
saying that it was reasonable to suppose that she had 
been concealing herself all along, and never meant to 
return, thus rebutting the natural inference arising 
from her absence. Similarly there may be cases in 
which the circumstances create a strong probability that 
death has occurred at a certain period within the seven 
years; as, for instance, where the party sailed in a ship 
which was never heard of after a particular storm. In 
such cases there would be fair evidence for a party to 
presume death at that date. (See Paterson v. Black, 
Park on Ins. 919. See also two other important cases 
before juries—Doe v. Jesson, 6 East, 85, and Nepean v. 
Doe, 2M, & W. 910.) 

There is also the question of the date at which the 
death may be presumed to have taken place; and it 
occasionally happens that the case hinges upon the 
question whether or no the missing party has survived a 
particular date, most commonly that of the death of some 
testator, If more than seven years elapsed between the 


party’s disappearance and the testator’s death, then, in 
the absence of other evidence, he would be presumed to 
have died in the testator’s lifetime ; where, however, the 
testator dies within the seven years, a further difficulty 
comes in, This seven years’ presumption relates only to 
the fact of death, and has no reference whatever to the 
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date of death; that is matter for separate consideration 
and elucidation. Nor is there any presumption that the 
died in the Zast day of the seven years. Nepean 


“y. Doe (ubi sup.) In Webster v. Birchmore, 13 Ves. 


263, J. H., when last heard of, was in very bad health, 
and was to have returned in six months. Twenty-three 

afterwards the question arose whether or no J. H. 
had survived a person who died five or six years 
after he himself was last heard of. Lord Erskine pre- 
sumed against the survivorship. In Nepean v. Doe (ubi 
sup.), Lord Denman thought that the probability was of 
death some time before the end of seven years. In Lambe 
y. Orton, 8 W. R. 111, the question was, whether W. O., 
who left his home in 1827, and had never since 
been heard of, had survived a testator who died in 
1881. Kindersley, V.C., presumed in favour of the 
survivorship, saying, however, that he was not in 
favour of the death having occurred on the last day 
of the seven years, but a considerable time (he could 
not say how long before-hand). In Dunn v. Snowden, 
11 W.R. 160, the same Vice-Chancellor presumed aman who 
disappeared in January, 1848, to have survived May, 1851, 
and in Thomas v. Thomas, 2 Dr. & Sm. 803, his Honour 
refused to presume that a man who had disappeared in 
1856: had not survived a testator who died in 1859, saying 
“Certainly, taking the period of three or five years from 
the time when he was known to be alive, unless there is 
something known to the contrary, the Court will hold 
that he was alive at the end of the three or five years.” 
And in Re Benham’s Trusts, 15 W. R. 741, Malins, V.C., 
in the case of a man who disappeared in 1854, the 
testator in the case dying in August, 1860, presumed the 
missing man to have survived the testator, the onus 
being on those who maintained the contrary to show that 
he had died earlier. In Re Creed, 1 Drew. 237, W. O. 
having been last heard of in New York, in 1831, anda 
person having made some enquiries there, but nothing 
further having been done, Kindersley, V.C., the question 
being whether or no W. O. had survived a man who died 
early in 1838, said the information was insufficient to 
justify any conclusion either way. 

The last consideration is the precautions which the 
Court adopts for the protection of the missing individual 
in case he should ultimately reappear. Most of these cases 
occur at Chancery, and that Court is very chary of allow- 
ing the principal of the fund to be dealt with in such cases, 
and is accustomed to require an undertaking, or sometimes 
recognizances, from the recipients, binding them to replace 
it on the reappearance of the missing party. In Dowley 
v. Wingfield, 14 Sim. 277, an undertaking was required 
from the personal representatives of a man who had not 
been heard of for ten years. In Bailey and Drummond, 
7 Ves, 590, recognizances were required. In Re 
Mileham’s Trusts, 15 Beay. 507, the Master of the Rolls, 
Seven years after a man’s disappearance, refused to deal 
with the principal, but allowed the income to be received 
by his children on their giving an undertaking. 

The Court of Chancery is also particular in requiring 
that enquiries should have been made and advertisements 
issued; and the latest case, Re Allin’s Legacy, 15 W. R., 
1164, where a man had disappeard in 1853, it being sup- 
posed that he had gone to Australia, and personal 
enquiries had been made both there and in England, but 
no advertisements had been issued, Malins, V.C., ordered 
the case to stand over for the issuing of advertisements 
both in England and Australia. 

The case of Lord Woodhouselee v. Dalrymple, 9 W, R. 
475, states that, an order of the Court of Chancery for 
the payment of a fund to a petitioner, is no protection to 
the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National 
Debt, in event of a missing party reappearing. 

We have now gone through the principal cases bearing 
upon this subject, which, if not of the first importance, 
is still one which frequently occurs in practice, and some 
of our readers may perhaps thank us for saving them 
the trouble of searching the reports and text-books for 
information 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
WHAT IS NOTICE ? 
Lloyd v. Banks, M. R., 15 W. B., 1006, 4 L. R. Eg. 222. 

A purchaser of an-estate is bound by charges on it of 
which he has notice; an assignee of a chose-in-action 
must give notice of the assignment to the debtor or 
trustee in order to perfect his title as against subsequent 
assignees, or in the event of the assignor becoming bank- 
rupt. This double use of the word notice, for it certainly 
has not the same force in the two cases we have specified, 
is inconvenient, and we should like to see the two 
meanings defined and distinguished by judicial authority. 
Leaving this for the code that is to be, we may say 
that in the first case the word seems to have a wider 
range than “knowledge,” as a purchaser may be held 
liable to pay off an incumbrance or be otherwise affected 
with an equity to which the property bought by him 
was subject when his title accrued, if he at the time 
had sufficient information of the incumbrance or equity 
to put him, as a reasonably careful man, upon his guard, 
and induce him to make inquiries on the subject; but 
in the second case, if notice can be considered as sy- 
nonymous with knowledge, a conclusion which can 
hardly be admitted, it must be with only that kind of 
knowledge on which a man would not only be justified 
in acting, but be bound to act, although serious conse- 
quences to the rights of other parties than himself would 
follow. 

This point was considered in Lloyd v. Banks, where 
the right to a trust fund was contested between a mort- 
gagee of the same and the assignee in insolvency of the 
mortgagor, no direct notice of the insolvency having 
been given to the trustee until after the receipt of 
notice by him from the mortgagee, but the trustee, al- 
though he then denied any knowledge of a prior incum- 
brance, having previously seen an advertisement in a 
newspaper indicating the insolvency, and having acted 
upon such information in another matter. The Master 
of the Rolls held that the notice, to be efficacious, 
must be direct, and given by or on behalf of the person 
claiming the benefit of it, and that notice derived from 
the.columns of a newspaper could not, in principle, be 
distinguished from that imparted by a mere casual con- 
versation, which a trustee could not be expected to re- 
member or rely upon. 

For a similar reason to that last given it has been 
held in Earl of Suffolk v. Cox, 10 W. R. 732, and other 
like cases, that notice to a trustee is immaterial until he 
becomes trustee; or to give that case as an example, in- 
cumbrancers on the proceeds of sale of a commission, 
gain no priority by giving notice of their claims to the 
army agent until the fund is in his hands to be distri- 
buted, which, in such a case, is to be taken to be the date 
when the retirement of the selling officer is gazetted. 





MEANING OF WORD “CREDITORS” IN THE DEEDS OF 
ARRANGEMENT CLAUSES OF THE AcT OF 1861. 
Ex parte Wilmot ; Re Thompson, L.C. & L.LJ., 15 W.R., 
969. 

This case, by deciding that deeds of arrangement, even 
if escaping the faults of inequality and unreasonableness, 
do not operate as a discharge of all claims and demands 
on the debtor, will in many instances render them prac- 
tically nugatory. For instance, if a contractor fails with 
heavy liabilities or unfinished contracts, it will be of 
small advantage to him to be able to make an arrange- 
ment with the creditors having liquidated demands 
against him, when he will be exposed to a series of actions 
for damages in respect of breaches of contract. The ad 
inconvenienti argument, however, is of no avail against 
the expressed meaning of the Act, which, as interpreted 
in the above case, we proceed to consider. 

It must be noticed that the deed in its terms and pro- 
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visions seemed undoubtedly confined to liquidated debts, 
and therefore, unless it could be shown that the inter- 
pretation of the deed ought to be extended by the evident 
intention that it should operate under section 192 of the 
Act, or the provisions of the 197th section, the appellant, 
as a claimant for liquidated damages, would have noright 
to come in under it. Looking, then, at the 192nd section, 
what is the meaning of the word “creditors” there ? 
The Court of Exchequer Chamber, regarding the general 
intention of the Act that a trust deed should operate as a 
protection to the debtor equivalent to bankruptcy, held 
in Woods v. De Mattos,14 W.R. 226.,1 L.R. Ex. 91., 
that the word included all who could prove under a bank- 
ruptcy of the debtor ; the Court of Appeal in Chancery, 
struck by the impossibility on such an hypothesis of es- 
timating the three-fourths majority required by the Act, 
narrow the word to its ordinary meaning ; accepting this 
construction, it cannot well be argued that in the 197th 
section the word “creditors ” is to havea different mean- 


ing,and Lord Justice Turnez’s criticisms on this pointseem | 


unanswerable, although we should have been inclined, from 
a comparision of the sections 192, 197, and 200, to have 
given a more extended meaning to the word. But if this 
construction be adopted we cannot see how Woods v. De 
Mattos can stand, or agree with Lord Chelmsford that it 
is to be in the discretion of the debtor whether the class 
of creditors in question is to be included or not. The word 
as used in the Act cannot have different interpretations 
put upon it according to the form of the deed, and even 
if this were allowable the difficulty about the estimate of 
the statutory majority would arise. The same objection 
applies to the attempt to reconcile the decisions in Re 
Pentonand Ex parte Mendel with the above case, on the 
ground that the deeds in those cases were schedule D 
deeds, for, admitting that such a deed has, with regard to 
the assenting parties, the same operation as an adjudi- 
cation in bankruptcy, its obligatory force is derived from 
the 192nd section, and controlled by the meaning of the 
word “creditors” there. Those cases, however, not having 
been overruled, the result,as far as we can understand 
it, is that a person who has a claim for unliquidated 
damages may, and therefore we suppose must, come in 
under the deed when it is in a similar form to that in 
schedule D., or otherwise provides for the distribution of 
the debtor’s estate as in bankruptcy. We have no doubt 
that the intention of the powers of the Act was, that a 
deed under the 192nd section should be a complete sub- 
stitution for bankruptcy, and we observe that the bill 
brought in this session contained a clause providing that 
every person who would be entitled to prove a debt in 
bankruptcy should, for the purposes of the computation 
of the requisite value, and for all other purposes, be 
deemed a creditor for the amount, and on the terms and 
conditions, for and on which his proof would have been 
admitted in bankruptcy. The condition, however, as to 
the statutory effect of the deed depending on a requisite 
majority of the creditors remained as in the Act of 1862, 
and the difficulty thus arising remains to be dealt with 
when the bill, now withdrawn, is, as it probably will be, 
introduced next session. A somewhat similar difficulty 
arises sometimes on the choice of assignees, but a remedy 
for that is easily found by removing, if necessary, an 
assignee on the petition of creditors who had not proved 
‘when he was chosen. There is no analogous remedy in 
the case we are discussing, and we only see a choice of 
two evils—one that of binding those claimants, whose 


‘debts have not been ascertained, by a statutory majority 


of the other creditors, and the other that adopted in the 
above case of excluding them or not from the provisions 
of the deed at the option of the debtor and the creditors 
parties thereto. 





We understand that Mr. Finley, who carried off the student- 
ship at the last examination for calls to the Bar, is a graduate in 
medicine and late President of the Royal Medical Society of 
Edinburgh, Mr. Finley also took the exhibitions in the junior 
clases in common law and equity in 1866, and in the senior 
class in equity in July last. 
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COMMON LAW. 
ANCHORAGE DUES— PRESCRIPTION, 
Free Fishers of Whitstable v. Foreman, 15 W.R. ©. P, 
1133. 

It will be useful to compare this case with one that 
was decided two years ago between the same plaintiffs 
as in this action and a defendant of the name of Gann, 
In both actions the plaintiffs’ claim was the same, viz., 
the payment in accordance with immemorial usage of 
certain sum from the respective defendants as anchorage 
The plaintiffs are owners of certain oyster-beds 
in an estuary near Whitstable, and claim payment of a 
small sum from all vesseis anchoring in the estuary with. 
in certain bounds. In the former action Wree Vishers of 
Whitstable v. Gann, 15 W. R. 590, the plaintiffs failed 
to show that the public, or those navigating the sea near 
Whitstable, received any benefit in return for the anchor. 
age dues except the mere rightof anchoring. The House 
of Lords decided in that case that although the beds of 
all estuaries and navigable rivers where the tide flows 
is vested in the Crown, it is so vested for the benefit 
of the public, and cannot be used so as to interfere with 
the public right of navigation. If, therefore, the Crown 
grants away apart of the bed of an estuary, the grantee 
takes subject to the public right of navigation, and 
cannot make any claim interfering in any way with the 
enjoyment of this public right. It followed, therefore, 
that the plaintiffs, although owners of the bed of an 
estuary, had no right to levy a toll on vessels anchoring 
within the estuary, unless they could show some sufficient 
consideration for the imposition of the tol!. As they did 
not do so the House of Lords decided against the claim. 

In the latter case, The Free Fishers, S§c., v. Foreman, 
the facts were much the same, except that the plaintiffs 
proved that they maintained certain buoys and beacons 
which were useful for the public navigation, The Court 
held that the claim was a good and valid one, as en- 


‘joyment from time immemorial had been shown, and 


also a sufficient consideration for the claim to make the 
prescription valid in law. 





BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1861, ss. 192, 198—-EXECUTION. 
The Staffordshire Joint Stock Banking Company v. 
Emmott, 15 W. R. Ex. 1135. 

It was decided some time ago that a deed under sec- 
tion 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, although perfectly 
valid, could not be pleaded in bar to an action unless it 
contained a release. It would seem also that a de- 
fendant who has executed a deed under this section, not 
containing a release, and which therefore cannot be 
pleaded in an action, may yet obtain protection under 
section 198 from an execution issued upon a judgment 
obtained in the action. The question, however, whether 
a defendant can avail himself of this protection if it was 
in his power to plead the deed seems still to be undecided. 
In the Staffordshire, §c., Co. v. Emmott, this point arose. 
Judgment was recovered against the defendant, who had 
executed a deed of arrangement with his creditors con- 
taining a release, in an action in which this deed might 
have been pleaded. A writ of fi. fa. was issued on the 
judgment, and the defendant’s goods were seized. A 
rule nisi was obtained to set aside the execution, or to 
direct the sheriff to withdraw on the ground that the 
defendant’s goods were protected from execution under 
8.198 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. The Court were 
equally divided as to the judgment which should be given. 
Kelly, C.B., andjPigott, B., held that the defendant was 
entitled to protection, notwithstanding the fact that he 
had omitted to plead the deed, while Bramwell and 
Channell, BB., held that as the defendant had not thought 
fit to make use of the deed as a defence while the case 
was proceeding, he was not entitled after judgment had 
been recovered to deprive the plaintiffs of the fruits of a 
successful action. There appear to be only two cases in 


point, and these were much commented upon in the 
arguments and in the judgment of this case, they are 
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Whitmore v. Wakerly, 3H. & C. 588; 13 W. R. 350 ; 
and Hartley v. Ware, 19 0. B. N.S. 85; 13 W. R. 777. 
These cases, although capable of distinction, yet appear 
to be substantially at variance. The former case decided 
that a defendant who could have used a deed under 
section 192 as a defence to an action, but failed to 
do so, was not entitled after judgment to make use 
of the deed under section 198. Hartley v. Mare seems 
to this, and as the Court was equally divided 
in the Staffordshire, §c., Company v. Emmott, the law 
upon this point still remains as unsettled as ever. 








REVIEW. 


The Lawyers’ Companion and Diary. Edited by FREDERICK 
LAWRENCE, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at- 
Law. No. 22, for 1868. London: Stevens & Sons. 


This is another work which has established a firm hold 
upon the profession : it has reached its twenty-second issue. 
It contains, besides the blank dated pages set apart for 

iary (which by the way are annotated with the eurrent 
oF desiatments for each day, a most useful addition), a 
variety of information, which we have not the room even to 
epitomize. There is a complete calendar showing the days 
of the week on which each day of the month has fallen and 
is to fall, from 1864 to 1868 inclusive ; very full information 
respecting stamps, postal regulations, transfer and dividend 
days, legacy, succession, and other duties, with interest 
tables, list of London bankers, and many other important 
matters; a State, Judicial, Peerage, and House of Commons 
list; list of counsel, London and country attorneys, 
together with common law and chancery time tables, and 
full particulars respecting conveyancing, common law, 
chancery, auctioneers, and all other costs and charges, and 
many other items. In addition to this there are fifteen 
pages, in which are noted, very shortly and concisely, the 


indeed, a very useful lawyer’s companion. We have but one 
fault to find and that is, that in posting up the latest par- 
ticulars, a few facts have been omitted towards the close of 
the present year. Thus we find Lord Kingsdown’s name 
still occurring among the list of Privy Councillors, although 
his deatl ovcurred on the 7th of October last. This is 
probably owing to the desire of the publishers to follow 
the course customary with the publishers of diaries, and 
have the issue ready sometime before the end of the old 
year. In the case, however, of so useful and well-known a 
work as the ‘‘ Lawyers’ Companion,” there need have been 
no fear that competitors earlier in the field would succeed 
in forestalling the market. The same observation also ap- 
plies to the notes of recent decisions, in which one or 
two of the later references are omitted. For instance, Re 
Newman, a rather important case respecting taxation of 
costs after payment, is cited from the Rolls’ Court, 15 W. R. 
ie although the case is reported on appeal at 15 W. R. 

A melancholy interest attaches to this number of the 
‘*Lawyers’ Companion,” in consequence of the death of 
Mr. Lawrence, who for the last four years has edited the 
work. ‘To his indisposition are probably attributable the 
trifling omissions which we have noticed, in which respect 
oe been supplying an addendwm rather than writing a 
criticism. 








COURTS. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
Nov. 10.—Investment of Trust Funds Act (30 & 81 Vict. 
¢. 132).—Montefiore v. Guedill.—Jessel, Q.C., applied, under 
this statute for the conversion of a sum of Bank Stock into 
5 per Cent. East India Stock. This was the first application 
under the Act. 
Order ay prayed. 
COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
Nov. 12.—A case on the new trial paper being called on 
for argument, it appeared that the copies of the judge's 
notes had not attached to them the customary stamp. 


the stamp laws to be paid'in the shape of stamps in respect 
of these documents, it might be that they would treat it as 
a contempt of court, and after a reasonable time had elapsed 
might impose a fine upon the attorney. 


(In Banco, before the Lorp CureF Baron, and MARTIN, 

BRAMWELL, and PicorTt, B.B.) 
Nov. 14.—Tazxation of costs twelvemonths after delivering 
of bill. ** Special circumstance.” 647 Vict. c. 73, s. 37.— 
Field, Q.C., moved for a rule to show cause why an order 
made by Martin, B., on the 6th inst, ordering the bill of 
costs of Mr. Henry Robinson, an attorney, at Settle, in 
Yorkshire, to be referred to taxation, should not be set aside. 
Mr. Robinson had been attorney for the defendant in a case 
of Ambler v. Briscoe, which was tried before Mr. Justice 
Keating, at Leeds, in March, 1866, and resulted in a verdict 
for the plaintiff. Mr. Robinson in due course delivered his 
bill of costs,and repeatedly applied for payment, but without 
success; and after the statutory twelve months had expired 
the order now appealed against was made by Mr. Baron 
Martin. 

The Lorp Cuter Baron said that there was a charge of 
£92 in the bill of costs in respect of four visits to London in 
connection with a motion in the Common Pleas for a new 
trial, the showing cause when the rule was discharged, and 
attending the taxation of the plaintiff’s costs. He did not 
say that that charge was not a proper one, but he thought 
it was a ‘‘ special circumstance” which justified the judge, 
although the statutory period had expired, in sending the 
bill for taxation. 

Rule refused. 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sir,—I should feel greatly obliged if any of your readers 
will inform me what is the nature of the ten years’ servic 
referred to in section 4 of the Attorneys’ Act (23 & 24 Vict. 
¢. 127) to entitle a clerk to be admitted after being articled 
three years only ; ¢.g.:— 

A., not having been previously an attorney’s clerk, became 
aclerk ten years ago to a solicitor then commencing prac- 
tice, and has continued in such service ever since. During 
eight or nine years’ he acted as a general clerk, doing such 
work as is usually performed by managing clerks, but pre- 
viously he was only a copying clerk. Will this case come 
within the meaning of the above section ? 

MANAGING CLERK. 











SENSATIONAL ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Sir,—I beg to inclose you a copy of an advertisement 
which frequently appears in the Daily Telegraph. It will 
speak for itself, and I need only add that I have looked in 
the “ Law List” for the present year but cannot find there 
the name of any ‘‘Mr. Hicks” practising at the address 
named in the advertisement. X. Y. Z. 


ONT be in a PANIC ABOUT MONEY, or be 


= ruined for want of it, but apply at once to Mr. HICKS, Soli- 
citor, at 18a, Orchard-street, Portman-square, for immediate advances 
on goods, furniture, leases, legacies, reversions, shares, bonds, deeds, 
&c. Executions paid out. Moderate rates and easy repayments. Let 
the embarrassed also apply at once to get instant private PROTECTION 
from process and for property. Divorce cases conducted. Beware 
twelve-day writs and Chancery balance orders. Wanted, £7,000 worth 
of old houses, and £10,000 worth of ground rents in London. Cash to 
any amount on goods for prompt sale. 


BoviL1 v. GOoDIER. 

Sir,—In your last week’s issue you reported a paper read 
before the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association 
by Mr. W. W. Wynne (formerly of Liverpool). 

It does not appear from that report, as it should have 
done if Mr. Wynne was the author, that Bovill v. Goodier 
is still subjudiee and that Mr. Wynne is concerned profes- 
sionally for the association of millers defending it in Mr. 
Goodier’s name, although that gentleman has executed a 
deed for the benefit of his creditors, 

Many of Mr. Wynne’s remarks appear to us to be written 
only to oye Mr. Bovill’s patent, the value of which 
has been fully admitted by the Manchester association of 
millers, representing above 800 pairs of millstones, and who 
have paid a damages and all the costs. 

So long as the — is the subject-matter of litigation 
we must refrain from any comments, and so long as Mr. 





The J.orp Curer BARON said that if any attorney omitted, 
through negligence, to pay the mere trifle required under 


Wynne is content to announce the fact that he is profession- 
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ally concerned for those interested in opposing the patent of 
Mr. Bovill at the same time that he comments on the case, 
we shall take no notice of his comments, as they are fully 
answered by the Vice-Chancellor in his two elaborate judg- 
ments in the cases of Bovill v. Crate and Bovill vy. Smith. 

In the case of Bovill v. Smith, which was being argued 
before the Vice-Chancellor at the time your report of Mr. 
Wynne’s paper appeared, the Vice-Chancellor did enter 
into every case of prior user, including that very case which 
Mr. Wynne says the Vice-Chancellor declined to examine 
the evidence of in Bovill v. Crate. 

Mr. Wynne had better have waited for the Vice-Chan- 
cellor’s comments upon this evidence. before making such a 
charge against the Vice-Chancellor. 

Harrison, Bear, & HARRISON, 
Solicitors to Mr. Bovill. 

[We are not, of course, responsible for Mr. Wynne’s 
observations ; we merely reprint the paper read at the late 
meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association 
from the original MS.—Ep. S. J.] 





THE PARTRIDGE AND THE Lap-Doc.* 

Sir,—‘‘ A Lawyer,” having answered a query of a former 
correspondent, in my opinion very correctly, starts another on 
the same subject. After referring to the finding of the 
dead partridge ‘by the lap-dog, he asks, supposing several 
persons to be present, who is the finder? Must the owner 
of the dog beso considered, or might any stranger run in 
and find it by snatching it from the dog. 

I am inclined to think that the owner of the dog must be 
considered the finder, and that it is not necessary he should 
take it from the dog in order to be so regarded. I think a 
stranger who snatches the bird from the dog acquires 
no right thereto as against the owner of the dog. The 
fact of snatching it would be a trespass on the personal 
property of the owner of the dog, and as by English law no 
person can take advantage of his own wrong, so no 
stranger could acquire by such an act of trespass a right to 
the bird good as against the person against whom he com- 
mitted the ere act. The principle on which I hold 
that the owner of the dog is to be considered the finder the 
moment it is taken up by the dog, is, that the dog is merely 
the instrument by which the owner takes and holds posses- 
sion. Supposing a person steals a silver collar from a dog’s 
neck may he not be prosecuted for larceny by the owner of 
such dog? And if so, is it not clear that the owner had 
possession of such collar by his dog. It may be said that 
the most this proves is that a person may hold possession by 
means of his dog, but if a person may hold possession I 
think it is pretty clear that he may also take possession 
through the same medium. Quip MepiTrans NuGarvum. 

[Suppose the dog were running away, with no animus re- 
vertendi?—Ep. 8. J.] 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Lorp Justice Cterk Patron (commonly known by the 
courtesy title of Lord Glenalmond), of the Scottish Court of 
Session, was sworn a Privy Councillor on the 4th ultimo, 
His Lordship was educated at the University of Edinburgh, 
and was called to the bar in Scotland in 1828, in the same 
year that Lord Deas, one of the judges of the Court of 
Session, became a member of the Faculty of Advocates ; 
he became Solicitor-General for Scotland in Lord Derby’s 
second administration in 1859, and was appointed Lord 
Advocate when Lord Derby again became Prime Minister 
last year. He sat for a few weeks in Parliament (in 1866) 
as member for Bridgwater, but lost his seat when he pre- 
sented himself for re-election on becoming Lord Advocate. 
He, however, continued to hold office till March of the 

resent year, when he was raised to the Scottish Bench as 

rd Justice Clerk, and President of the Second Division of 
the Court of Session, and also one of the Senators of the 
College of Justice in Scotland, in the place of the Right 
Hon. John Inglis, who succeeded Lord Colonsay as Lord 
Justice General and President of the Court of Session. 


Mr. AcuEson Henperson, of the Irish Bar, has been 
- pene Crown Prosecutor for the county of Antrim, in 
the room of Mr. Shegog, deceased. Mr. Henderson was 
called to the bar in Ireland in Trinity Term, 1837. 


© Vide supra, p.7. 














THE FOLLOWING SOLICITORS HAVE BEEN ELECTED 
Mayors :— 

Bath ..crccccerese Si sch cuaetenten st Edward F. Slack 
Beverley .....000c.ssccceovenee . H.E. Silvester 
RMNEETT . cupseipsscosvassessnsges R. L. Reece 
CRRIIION ..s50... 0050000000000 L. Turner 
MGRRIEMAN ioe ss.sesossoreenseny ee R. D. Jenkins 
Chichester........0... ..seseee «.» Robert G. Draper 
Christchurch.......00.........00 James Druitt 
Chesterfield .........ceeccceeseee C. 8. B. Busby 
Congleton ..........sseeeeseeees John Lathom 
Droitwich ......ssseee-s-eeeseeeee John Blick 
Dewsbury ......ceseeseee.sseeeeee OC. R. Scholes 
MAONAGON, ., ..0cnenecsedss.c0e Daniel Gould 
REPIEOLL oss vascoesnsancaasasuars F. R. Hales 
Kingston-upon-Hull ......... GC. Roberts 
Liverpool .......se...sss008...--. Edward Whitley 
Morpeth......:....ss00rsscccecceee C. 8. Swan 
Newbury sseesssssseoseeeeee William H. Cave 
Newcastle-under-Lyme ...... R. W. Litchfield 
Shaftesbury Robert Swyer 
Sheffield ........... John Webster 
Weymouth John Tizard 
TIEN sy sess caopscesescs foxvavnae Thomas Heald 
WTO ssco0 sscsesssoroe .... William Gay 
MORGUE shines scassascoses osze0s William Worship 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENT'S DEBATING SOCIETY. 


Is a railway company liable for the consequences of an 
accident occassioned by latent defects not discoverable by 
any care or skill? Sharp v. Grey, 9 Bing. 457 ; Stokes v. 
Great Eastern Railway Company, 2 Fost. & Fin. 691 ; Red- 
head y. Midland Railway Company, 15 W. R. 831, 2 LR. 
28, 412. 

At the Law Institution on Tuesday last, the debate on the 
above subject was opened by Mr. Walter Webb, in the affirm. 
ative, a after a long and spirited discussion the question 
was carried in the affirmative by a majority of 2. The 
number of members present was 35. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


GENERAL EXAMINATION OF STUDENTS OF THE 
INNS OF COURT. 


Hep at Lincotn’s Inn HALL, ON THE 30TH AND 31st 
oF OCTOBER, AND ON THE 1st OF NOVEMBER, 1867. 
Michaelmas Term, 1867. 

The Council ef Legal Education have awarded— 

To Robert Bannatyne Finlay, Esq., Middle Temple, a 
studentship of fifty guineas per annum, to continue fora 
period of three gears. 

To Lewis Adonijah Mendes, Esq. Middle Temple, an 
exhibition of twenty-five guineas per annum, to continue 
for a period of three years. 

To William A. Hunter, Esq., Middle Temple, certificate 
of honour of the first class, 

And to Jonathan Holmes Paulter, James Samuelson, 
and Edward Daniel Joseph Wilson, Esqrs., Middle Temple; 
Edward James Castle, Gaspar Gregory, Henry Edgar 
Prest, and Arthur Thomas Pyne, Esqrs., Inner Temple; 
John William Cooper, Alfred Fraser Lingham, and 
Edward Wilkinson, Esqrs., Lincoln’s-inn ; and John Rose, 
Esq., Gray’s-inn, certificates that they have satisfactorily 
passed a public examination. 





QUESTIONS FOR THE FINAL EXAMINATION. 
Michaelmas Term, 1867. 
I.—Common anp Stature Law AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Counts. 

1, In how many days after verdict is a plaintiff or defen- 
dant entitled to execution ? A 

2. In a town cause, where issue has been joined in (for in- 
stance) Hilary Term, and the plaintiff has neglected to bring 
on the cause to be tried, what course should the defendant 
take in order to get rid of the action, and after what delay 
can he do so ? 





3. What evidence is necessary for the plaintiff to be pre 
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with, on the trial of a action for goods sold and deli- 
yered, when the only plea is ‘‘ never indebted : ” 

4, Under what circumstances is proof of execution of a 
deed dispensed with ? 

5. What is a writ of *‘ sequestrari facias,” and how is it ob- 

ined ? 

4 When does a bill of exceptions lie, and when, and 
how, is it tendered ? 

7. State the nature and effect of a plea ‘‘ puis darrein 
continuance.” 

8. To what extent is a plea of payment into court au ad- 
mission ? 

9. When is a new assignment necessary ? 
example. 

10. How far is the law as to the form and requisities of a 
guarantee under the Statute of Frauds altered by the ‘‘ Mer- 
cantile Law Amendment Act, 1856?” 

11. What is enacted by the Act to amend the Law of 
Partnership (28 & 29 Vict. c. 86) as to the effect of loans to 
persons employed in the trade, an interest varying with the 

fits ? ‘ 

12. In what respect is the law relating to choses in action 
altered by an Act of last session ? 

13, What remedies has the purchaser of goods against the 
seller for the breach of an expres swarranty ? 

14. What is the extent of an attorney’s lien on property 
of his client in his hands, and ona fund paid into court in 
an action brought for his client by his attorney ? 

15. When does the wife’s contract bind the husband, and 
when not ? 


Give an 


II.—ConVEYANCING. 

1, What is the estate of a ‘‘ Parson ” in the church lands, 
and by what tenure does he hold them ? Distinguish between 
arector and a vicar. 

2. Explain the phrase ‘‘ chose in action?” What kind 
of property has a husband in his wife’s ‘‘ choses in action ?” 

3. Distinguish between probate duty, legacy duty, andsuc- 
cession duty. 

4. A. dies intestate and unmarried leaving a mother, two 
brothers both under age, and one adult sister; Who is 
entitled to a grant of letters of administration to A.’s effects ? 
andin what proportion is A.’s personal estate divided among 
his next of kin ? 

5. B. dies intestate leaving a mother, wife, two daughters, 
and two grandsons (the only children of his deceased only 
son) him surviving; Who will be entitled to his freeholds 
of inheritance, and leaseholds for years, and in what propor- 
tions ? 

6. Freeholds of inheritance are devised unto and to the 
use of A. and his heirs, but if he shall die without issue 
living at the time of his decease, to A.’s sister in fee; What 
— do A. and his sister take respectively in such Fre- 

olds ? 

7. Enumerate, briefly, the different covenants and pro- 
visions in a mortgage of a leasehold dwelling house. 

A Explain the principle and process of the redemption of 

nd tax 


9. State, in detail, the three interests which married 
women may pass, by a deed acknowledged before a judge or 
commissioners... 

10. Enumerate, briefly, the usual covenants and pro- 


visions in a lease of a private dwelling house in London, in 
the order in which you would insert them in the lease. 

11. Describe fully the office of a ‘‘ protector of a settle- 
ment.” 

12. When was the office of ‘‘ protector of the settlement ”’ 
established, and what was the analogous office under the old 
system superseded by the protector of the settlement ? 

18. Define the chief differences between an income derived 
from rent, and from interest on money lent on mortgage ? 

14. Mention by whom, and at whose expense, the follow- 
ing deeds and documents are usually prepared :—l. Mar- 
riage settlement. 2. Conveyance of land, by way of 
sale. 3. Mortgage. 4. Reconveyance when the mortgage 
has been paid off. 5. Conditional surrender. 6. Releases 
to trustees on winding up of a trust, when special cir- 
cumstances render a release proper. 

_ 16. Enumerate the counties, towns, and parts of counties, 
in which it is necessary to register deeds. 
III.—Equiry AND PracTIcE oF THE CouRTs. 

1. What proceedings may be taken in a court of equity, 
and by whom, and on what authority, where a charity is 
mismanaged ? 





2. What is a relator, and when is he a proper party to a 
suit—and what are his liabilities? 

3. How does an infant sue in equity, andis there any 
difference in the mode of suing when the infant has, or has 
not, a testamentary or other guardian ? 

4. Define what is scandal, and what is impertinence in a 
bill in equity ? 

5. Of how many parts does a bill consist? State them. 

6. How is time computed. 1. Where a limited number 
of days from, or after, any date, is allowed for taking a pro- 
ceeding? 2. Wherethe time expiresonaSunday? Where 
the time expires on a day when the offiee is closed ? 

7. In what cases is it now sufficient to serve parties with 
notice of a decree (Chancery Amendment Act, 1852, s. 42) 
who, according to the former practice, were necessary 
parties ? 

8. What is the consequence to the parties served of such 
a notice ; and may they attend the further proceedings ? 

9. How is service of process effected on defendants out of 
the jurisdiction ? 

10. When will a demurrer lie to a bill for discovery against 
a solicitor on the ground of professional confidence? State 
briefly the rule as to such confidence. 

11. What time has a defendant to answer a bill filed 
against him ? 

12. If he does not answer within the proper time, to what 
liabilities will he be subject ? 

13. What are exceptions ; and when may tliey be filed ? 

14. When may the plaintiff move for a decree ; and what 
evidence is taken on the hearing ? 

15. May a defendant be cross-examined on his answer, and 
a witness on his affidavit, and how ? 


IV.—BANKRUPTCY AND PRACTICE OF THE COURTS. 

1, Are all persons, equally, and on the same proof, liable 
to be made bankrupt? If not, what difference of liability is 
there ? 

2. Does privilege of Parliament exempt a person who has 
committed an act of bankruptcy from the operation of the 
Act of 1861, and does he stand in any, and what position, 
different from one who is not so privileged ? 

3. Under what circumstances may a petition for adjudica- 
tion be filed against an executor or trustee ? 

4. What is the most general description of a trader, liable 
to be made bankrupt as a trader ? 

5. To what extent, and under what circumstances, may a 
trader assign his effects as a security for, or in payment of, 
an antecedent debt, without committing an act of bank- 
ruptcy ? 

6. State the amount required for the petitoning creditor's 
debt, distinguishing the single debt of a creditor, or two or 
more creditors being partners, or of three or more creditors 
not being partners. 

7. Is any, and what, remedy open to creditors to sustain 
a bankruptcy, if after adjudication the petitioning creditor’s 
debt be found to be insutticient to support it ’ 

8. By what proceeding in the Court of Bankruptcy isa man 
made bankrupt ? 

9. Describe the proceedings which follow the presentation 
of a petition in order to obtain adjudication. 

10. What is the effect of adjudication as to the property of 
the bankrupt ? 

11. What are the provisions of the statutes with reference 
to conveyances from, and contracts with, and also payments 
by and to a bankrupt? 

12. If goods have been bought by the bankrupt, and are, 
at the date of the bankruptcy, in course of transmission to 
him, without having been paid for, is the title of the assignees 
subject to any, and, ifany, what exception or defeasibility in 
favour of the unpaid vendor ? 

13. What effect has the bankruptcy upon warrants of 
attorney, cognovits, and consents to Judges orders, given by 
traders ? 

14. If furniture has been transferred by a deed of transfer 
(that is to say, by a bill of sale), duly executed and regis- 
tered, and the transferor becomes bankrupt before the 
transferee has taken possession of the furniture, does the 
registered deed of transfer hold good against the assignees ? 

15. How may a bankrupt obtain protection from arrest ? 


AND PROCEEDINGS BEFORE MAGIs- 
TRATES. 


1. State some cases in which legal proceedings may be 
taken either in a civil or criminal court ? 


V.—CRIMINAL LAW 
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question, what are the considerations which should influence 
the judgment in deciding upon the resort to the civil or 
criminal court ? 

8. Name the courts which have jurisdiction in criminal 
matters, and describe the constitution of each court. 

4, What persons are not liable to punishment for criminal 
acts, and upon what principle is their exemption based ? 

5. State the ordinary course of procedure for the purpose 
of apprehending and obtaining the conviction of a person 
charged with ony. 

6. Is there any, and, if so, what difference between the 
proceedings for the apprehension and trial of a person 
charged with a misdemeanor, and those against a person 
charged with felony ? 

7. A. obtained the possession of a horse from B. by false 
pretences, and rode off with it. B. having discovered the 
fraud, followed A. On hisway he met with a constable who 
accompanied him in his pursuit. They overtook A. with 
the horse in his possession. Could they legally apprehend 
A? Give reasons for your answer. 

8. If in the case stated in the preceding question, A. was 
assisting by X. in obtaining the horse. Should X. be indicted 
as an accessory, or as principal, and why ? 

9. A, having attacked and wounded B., went to C., told 
him what he had done, and asked C. to allow him to stay 
that night in his bara in order to escape detection. C. con- 
sented, and A. remained there and left on the following 
morning. After A. had left the barn, B. died from the effect 
of the wound, and A. was convicted of murder. Was C. an 
accessory to the murder? Give reasons for your opinion. 

10. Ifa person be indicted fora misdemeanor, and on 
his trial the facts proved amount to felony, what should be 
the verdict ? 

11. What are the essentials to constitute the crime of em- 
bezzlement ? 

12. What is the destinction between larceny and embezzle- 
ment? 

13. A. entered into an agreement with B. & Co., as 
their agent and traveller, for the sale of goods at a weekly 
salary and a commission on all goods sold by him. He 
undertook to collect all money in connection with his orders, 
and to account forit weekly. Afterwards, A. with the consent 
of B. & Co., sold their goods on his account and thereupon 
it was agreed that his salary should cease, aud his com- 
mission continue. A. invoiced the goods'in the name of B. 
& Co., and he attended each week at B. & Co.’s office when 
the sales made to his customers were called over, and he 
stated whether or not he had received the money, and he 
paid B. & Co. accordingly. On one occasion he stated that 
he had not received two sums which had been paid to him. 
Was A. guilty of embezzlement and state reasons for your 
answer ? 

14, A. sold a picture bearing the name of a distinguished 
artist, knowing it to be a copy and the name to be a coun- 
terfeit imitation of the artist’s mode of writing his name on 
his pictures, and by means of this name induced B. to buy 
the picture as a genuine work. Was A. guilty of uttering 
a forged name? State your reason. 

15. If two or three persons unite in preferring a false and 
malicious indictment, for what crime may they be indicted : 
and suppose one person alone prefers such an indictment, 
an he be indicted ? 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AT TRINITY TERM 
FINAL EXAMINATION. 
(By Geo. Sangster Green, Esq.) 
1.—Common anp StatuTE LAw AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 

1. A plaintiff or defendant who has obtained a verdict is 
entitled to execution in fourteen days, unless the judge who 
tried the cause, or the court, or some other judge, orders 
execution to issue at an earlier or later period (Com. Law 
Pro. Act, 1852, s. 120), Reg. Gen. Hil. Term 1853-57, 

2. If the plaintiff fail to bring on the cause to be tried 
during the following term or vacation, the defendant may 
give twenty days’ notice to the plaintiff to bring it on to be 
tried, and then if the plaintiff neglects to proceed to trial, 
may make a suggestion upon the record of such failure, 
and may sign judgment for his costs, but a judge or the 
court may extend the time for proceeding to trial with or 
without terms (Com. Law Pro. Act, 1852, s. 101.) 

8. The plaintiff must be prepared to prove the contract 





2. In cases such as those stated in answer to the former § for sale of the goods and the delivery thereof, and the Price 


agreed upon, or the usual price for the articles, 

4, Proof of the execution of a deed more than thir: 
years eld, and produced from the proper custody, is dig: 
pensed with, z 

5, A sequestrart facias is a writof execution issued agai: 

a beneficed clerk, and is directed to the bishop of the 
Diocese in which the benefice is situated, commanding him 
to levy of the income of the benefice the amount of the exe. 
cution, it is obtained after the issue and return of the com. 
mon ji fa, and upon it the bishop causes to be made out a 
sequestration to the churchwardens, or on security to per. 
sons appointed by the execution claimant, and this seques. 
tration is served by affixing a copy previously to the com. 
mencement of service on a Sunday on or near the doors of 
the church, which step is called the publication of the writ 
and from which time it operates (1 Vict. c. 45.) 

6, A bill of exceptions lies when either party to the canse 
at the trial is dissatisfied with the judge’s statement of the 
law to the jury, or by leaving a matter of law for deter. 
mination by the jury, or where the judge is considered to 
have improperly in law, admitted or rejected evidence; 
it must be’tendered at the trial, and before verdict, and it 
is tendered verbally by counsel, and a note thereof made 
which is afterwards expanded into a proper form and 
tacked to the record and signed by the judge; and the 
question is then argued in the Exchequer Chamber. 

7. A plea puis darrein continwance is a plea ‘of some 
matter which has arisen since the last pleading. It must 
be pleaded within eight days after the matter arose and be 
accompanied within an affidavit to that effect. The effect 
of it is to supersede the other pleas of the defendant. The 
plaintiff may confess the plea and sign judgment for his 
costs (Com. Law Proc. Act, 1852, s. 69). 

8. If the declaration be simply in indebitatus assumpsit, 
the plea of payment into court merely admits a cause of ac. 
tion to the amount paid in ; but if the declaration be upon a 
special agreement, the plea admits the contract and the 
breach. In an action of tort, if the declaration be general and 
unspecific, the plea does not admit the cause of action sued 
for ; but it does so when the declaration is specific, so that 
nothing would be due unless the cause of action alleged were 
admitted (Broom’s Comm, 180). 

9, A new assignment is necessary when the defendant has 
pleaded some matter which is not an answer to the ground 
of the action but te some other ground of action, to 
which the language of the declaration may be applic- 
able. The new assignment explains the real object of 
the action by new assigning it—as in an action for assault 
and battery if the defendant pleads that he only turned the 
plaintiff out of his premises, the _— may new assign 
by alleging that the defendant used excessive force in turn- 
ing him out (Broom’s Com. Law, 191 n.) 

10. By the Mercantile Law Amendment Act it is provided 
that a contract ‘of guarantee shall not be invalid, simply 
upon the ground that the consideration is not stated in, or 
referred to in, the memorandum in writing. 

11. By the 28 & 29 Vict. c. 86, it is provided that a person 
shall not be deemed to be a partner simply on account of a 
loan made to traders at interest varying with the profits, 
which, previous to the act was held sufficient to make the 
lender a partner, on the ground that he shared the profits, and 
ought to bear the losses (Waugh v. Carver, Smith’s Lead. 
Cas.). The statute provides, however, that in case of 
the borrowers becoming bankrupt or compounding with the 
creditors, the lender shall not recover any part of his money 
until the other creditors of the borrowers have been paid in 
full. 

12. By the 30 & 31 Vict. c. 144, it is provided that the 
assignee of a policy of life assurance may sue upon the policy 
in his own name, which is an innovation upon the rule that 
only the parties to a contract, or their representatives can 
sue upon it. 

13. Upon breach of an express warranty by the seller, the 

urchaser may use it as evidence in reduction of the ven- 
Sen's claim for the price, or may himself bring an action 


against the vendor for damages. The purchaser cannot re- 
turn the article sold if it were specific and he has actually re- 
ceived it ; but if the contract were executory to supply an 
article of.a particular character, the purchaser may return it 
if it does not correspond with the description. 

14. An attorney has alien upon all deeds and papers of 


his client in his hands for the amount of his professional 
charges, and he has also alien upon a fund paid into court 
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in an action brought by him for his client for the amount of 
his costs in that action. By 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, s. 28, the 
court or a judge may declare an attorney entitled toa charge 
upon any fund or property recovered or protected through 
the instrumentality of the attorney, in any action or pro- 
ceeding brought by or against his client for the costs of the 
action or proceeding. 

15. A wife’s contract binds her husband in the following 
cases :—1. When he has expressly authorised her to enter 
into the contract, or the jury infer from his conduct that he 
authorised it. 2. When the husband and wife are living 
together, and the contract is for necessaries for herself or 
the household, unless the husband himself supplies her with 
necessaries. But he will not be bound by a contract for 
extravagant articles unless he has seen her use them and 
refrained from contact. 3. Where they are living apart by 
consent, and the kusband does not make her a sufficient 
allowance to support her, or where he has turned her out of 
his house, or caused her to leave it by apprehension of 
cruelty. The contract being for necessaries suitable to her 
station. Her contracts will not bind him in any other case 
unlesshe adopt and ratify them. (See the notes to Manby 
y. Scott and Seaton v. Benedict in Smith’s Lead. Cas.) 


II.—CoNnvEYANCING. 
(By Thos. Widdows, Esq.) 

1, A ‘‘parson” has, during his life, a freehold estate in 
the church lands, He holds them by the tenure of frank- 
almoign or free alms. A rector is entitled to all the tithes, 
but avicar is the incumbent of a parish where the tithes 
are ee and is only entitled to a small pases of 
them. he appropriation tithes are generally known as 
great tithes, the vicar’s as small tithes. 

2. A “chose in action” is personal property which a man 
has not in his possession, but has a right to recover by ac- 
tion or suit. Thus, money due on a bond or damages for a 
breach of contract, where the money has not been paid or 
the damages recovered, are instances of choses inaction A 
wife’s choses in action do not belong to the husband till he 
has reduced them into possession. If he die before this is 
done they remain to the wife. If the wife die before they are 
reduced into possession they are part of her estate, but the 
husband is entitled to obtain administration of her effects, 
and as her administrator becomes the owner of them. 

3. Probate duty is the duty imposed on the grant of 
probate, proportioned to the value of the property. Legacy 
duty is that percentage which a legatee pays upon his 
legacy, varying with the relationship which the legatee 
bore to the testator; and succession duty is a similar per- 
centage, which a person pays upon succeeding to real or 
leasehold property upon the death of another; the per- 
centage, however, in the latter case, being calculated only 
on the value of an annuity for the life of the successor 
equal to the annual income of the property. 

4, The mother is first entitled to a grant of letters of ad- 
ministration of A.’s effects. The mother, two brothers 
and sisters, will be entitled to the personalty in equal pro- 
portions, 

5. The eldest grandson will be entitled to the freeholds 
of inheritance, The widow is entitled to one-third of the 
leaseholds for years, and the rest is divided equally 
between the two daughters and two grandsons, 

6, A. takes an estate in fee simple, conditional upon his 
leaving issue ; his sisters take a remainder contingent upon 
his dying without issue. 

7. Covenants by the mortgagors to poy principal and in- 
terest. A power of sale in case of default with declaration 
of trusts of purchase-money, and that receipts shall be good 
discharges. Covenants by mortgagors for title, and to pay 
the rent reserved by, and observe and perform the covenants 
contained in the lease, and powers for the mortgagee on his 
default to pay the rent and perform the covenants, and re- 
cover the amount and interest as principal and interest se- 
cured by the mortgage. 

8. The principle proceeded upon in the redemption of 
fand-tax is that the owner in fee has the first right to re- 
deem, and, on his default, any other person may redeem the 
same and turn the annual charge into a rent issuing out of 
the lands. The process of redemption is by the transfer of 
&s much consols or reduced annuities as will yield an income 
exceeding by one-tenth the amount of the land-tax redeemed 
or purchased, and this stock is applied in reduction of the 
National Debt. 

%. A married woman, unless tenant in tail, may, by 





virtue of the 3 & 4 Will. 4,c. 74, by deed acknowledged, 
dispose of her interest in lands of any tenure (except copy- 
holds where the same object could have been effected before 
the Act), and by the same Act she may also release or ex- 
tinguish any power which she may have in regard to any 
such lands. By virtue of the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 57, she may 
also, by deed acknowledged, dispose of her reversionary in- 
terest in personal estate and release powers over such estate, 
and also release her right to a settlement out of such per- 
sonal estate, provided the instrument under which she is 
entitled be made after the 31st December, 1857, and there 
is no restraint upon alienation in such instrument. 

10. Covenants by the lessee to pay rates and taxes, to re- 
pair and surrender at end or sooner determination of term 
in repair, together with landlord’s fixtures; to insure and 
ts receipts for premium and duty, and power for the 
essor, in default to insure and recover amounts paid for in- 
surance as rent in arrear, and to use the premises asa 
private dwelling-house only. Covenant by the lessor for 
quiet enjoyment and proviso for re-entry on non-payment 
of rent, or non-observance, or non-performance of cove- 
nants. 

11 and 12. Before the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74, a tenant in tail 
in remainder on a life estate could not suffer a recovery 
without the concurrence of the tenant who had ion 
of the lands. The tenant for life being generally the father 
of the tenant in tail, the necessity of his concurrence was a 
valuable check on an: —— isposition of the property 
by the tenant in tail. The above Act, by analogy, estab- 
lished the office of protector of the settlement, and the con- 
sent of the protector is necessary before the tenant in tail 
can bar the remainders and reversions. He may, however, 
bar his own issue without such consent, as, under the old 
law, he could bar his issue by a fine, which did not require 
the concurrence of the tenant for life. The protector is 
usually the first tenant for life, but the Act gives the 
settlor power to appoint any number of persons not exceed- 
ing three to be together protectors of the settlement during 
the preceding estates. 

13. Rent issuing out of freehold property is an incorporeal 
hereditament, which descends on the owners death to his 
real representatives, whilst interest is personal property, 
which goes to his personal representatives. The owner of 
rent may distrain for it by the common law, whereas, unless 
the mortgagee has mor his own residence and attorned 
tenant at a rent equal to the amount of the interest, he can 
only sue for the interest, 

14, A marriage settlement is usually prepared by the 
solicitors of the lady at the husband’s expense ; a convey- 
ance of land, by way of sale, by the solicitors to the purchaser 
at the purchaser’s expense ; a mortgage, by the solicitors of 
the mortgagee at the mortgagor’s expense; a re-conveyance, 
when the mortgage has been paid off, by the solicitors of the 
mortgagor at the Grabs. expense ; a conditional sur- 
render, by the solicitors of the lender at the borrower's ex- 
pense ; and a release to the trustees, by the solicitors to 
the trustees at the expense of the cestuis que trust. 

15. The counties of Middlesex and York, the town and 
county of Kingston-upon-Hull, and the level of the fens 
called the Bedford level. 

II].—Equity AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTS. 
(By George Kenrick, Esq., Solicitor.) 

1. By Sir Samuel Romilly’s Act, 52 Geo. 3, c. 101, when 
a charity is mismanaged any two or more persons may 
apply to the Court by petition, stating their complaint, 
and praying such relief as the nature of the case may re- 
quire; or the Attorney-General, acting ex officio, may 
petition in like manner, and in the case of a petition by 
persons other than the Attorney-General a certificate 
the Charity Commissioners is necessary (Re Willenhall 
Chapel, 2 Dr. & Sm. 467; 11 W. R. 850, Charitable 
Trusts Acts, 1853 and 1855). 

2. A relator is a person named in an information filed 
by the Attorney-General to enforce a private right, and 
as the Attorney-General acts on his relation in such a case, 
the relator is liable for costs and for the conduct of the 
suit as if an ordinary plaintiff (Daniell’s Ch. Prac, 22), 

8, An infant sues |in equity by next friend an adult 
person, who is liable for the costs of suit, and his authority 
must be filed with the bill. The practice is the same 
whether the infant has or has not a testamentary or other 
guardian (Daniell’s Ch. Prac. 1213, et seq.). 

4, Scandal may be defined to be an allegation of general 











malice or personal hostility, unconnected with the acts 
complained of by the plaintift’s bill, but included therein. 

Impertinence is the introduction of any matters into the 
pleading which are not properly before the Court for de- 
decision (Storey’s Eq. Plead. 314). 

5. A bill consists of four parts: (a) The title, which in- 
cludes the branch of the court and names of parties. (0) 
The address to the Lord Chancellor for the time being 
humbly complaining, but if a peer is plaintiff the word 
humbly is omitted, and in informations the word in- 
forming is substituted. (c) The statement being the history 
of the plaintiff's case. (d) The prayer,—this is the state- 
ment of the relief the plaintiff claims to be entitled to 
(Hunter’s Pract. 16). 

6. Where any limited time from or after any date is al- 
lowed for taking a proceeding, and such time is not 
limited by hours, the computation of such limited time is 
not to include the day of such date, but to begin on the 
following day. Where the time expires on a Sunday or other 
day on which the offices are closed, so that the Act or 
proceeding cannot be done or taken, the same may be 
done or taken on the next day on which the offices shall 
open for that purpose, and where less than six days is 
granted, Sundays or other days on which the offices are 
closed, except Mondays and Tuesdays in Easter week, are 
not reckoned (Daniell’s Ch. Pract. 329, 330.) 

7. By the section referred to in the question any residuary 
legatee or next of kin, any legatee interested in a legacy 
charged upon real estate directed to be sold, or person inter- 
terested in the proceeds, any residuary devisee or heir, any 
one of several cestwis que trust under any deed or instrument, 
any person interested in the preservation of property pen- 
ding litigation, and any executor, administrator, or trustee, 
may respectively file their bill as representing their col- 
leagues, or those jointly interested with them, or for whom 
they act, and service of notice of decree upon them re- 
spectively will be equally valid, as though they were made 
original parties to the suit (Daniell’s Ch. Prac. 394, 399.) 

8. The parties served with notice of the decree above are 
bound by the provisions thereof as fully as if they had 
been made parties to the bill originally, subject only to 
their right of appeal therefrom and to any application to 
add thereto they may subsequently succeed in (Daniell’s 
Ch. Prac. 398, 399.) 

9. In all cases in which a suit has been instituted con- 
cerning lands, tenements, or hereditaments in England or 
Wales, or any charge thereon or concerning any money 
vested in the funds or the dividends thereof, the Court has 
power to order service of process on the defendant out of 
the jurisdiction in such manner as the Court shall direct. 
The application for this purpose is made at chambers on 
affidavits showing where the defendant is and pointing at 
the best mode of service (Daniell’s Chan. Prac. 407—832). 

10. A demurrer will lie to a bill for discovery against a 
solicitor on the ground of professional confidence, where the 
bill seeks to discover opinions upon cases laid before counsel, 
or where the contents of cases prepared subsequently to or 
in contemplation of the litigation are inquired after. The 
rule has been adopted out of regard to the interests of justice 
in favour of the client, and to protect him against the con- 
sequence of employing skilled practitioners (Daniell’s Chan. 
Prac. 522, 525—530). 

11. A defendant has eight days from that on which he is 
served with the bill, exclusive of the day of service, to ap- 
pear thereto. 

12. If the defendant does not answer within the proper 
time the plaintiff may do so for him, or the defendant may 
be attached in default. 

13. Excepting to the defendant’s answer is the mode in 
which the plaintiff objects that the answer does not give 
full answers to the interrogatories. Exceptions must be 
filed at the Record and Writ Office within six weeks of the 
filing of the answer, exclusive of the vacations (Hunter's 
Suits in Equity, 54, et. seq). 

14. The plaintiff may move for a decree when the de- 
fendant’s time for putting in answers has expired, and no 
replication has been filed ; one lunar month's notice must be 
given. The evidence taken on the hearing is that of the 
plaintiff filed before the notice is given. The affidavits of 
the defendant filed within 14 days from the giving of the 
notice, unlees the time is delayed and the plaintiff's evi- 
dence in reply filed within 7 days after that, 

15. A defendant may be cross-examined on this answer 
when used on @ motion for an injunction, and when the 
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answer has been verified, he may also be cross-examined 
thereon on motion for a decree, bnt no cross-examination 
is allowed on a defendant's answer as to documents, Aj] 
witnesses who have made affidavits are liable to crogs. 
examination, and the party requiring cross-examination 
may, within 14 days or any enlarged time, give notice in 
writing to the holder for the deponent requiring hig 
production, and obtain an appointment before the examiner 
for his cross-examination in the usual way (Daniell’s Ch, 
Prac, 765-322-846.) 


IV.—BANKRUPTCY AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRts, 
By G. A. Rooks, Esq., Solicitor. 

1. As a general rule all persons are liable to be made 
bankrupt, including aliens and denizens, married women 
(where not under the control of the husband, and he is not 
responsible for the wife's debts); an infant where he has 
held himself out as being swi juris ; lunatics, provided 
the act of bankruptcy have been committed during a lucid 
interval. (1 Griff & Holmes Bankruptcy, 9, e¢ seq.) 

2. Privilege of Parliament does not exempt from the 
operation of the Act of 1861 a person who has committed 
an act of bankruptcy, which from the nature of the act 
itself, it is open to him to commit; but with respect to 
certain acts of bankruptcy, such person stands in a differ. 
ent position to others, ¢. g., a peer or member of Parliament 
not being liable to arrest for debt, cannot commit an Act 
of Bankruptcy by lying in prison nor by non-payment of a 
judgment debt on a judgment summons (1 Griff & Holmes 
Bankruptcy, 155.) 

3. An executor or trustee is liable to become bankrupt 
where he continues to carry on the business of his testator, 
though in pursuance of the trusts of the will, but the mere 
act of selling off the testator’s stock for the purpose of dis- 
posing of it to the best advantage, is not a trading which 
will support an adjudication (1 Griff & Holmes Bankrupicy, 
93.) 

4, Any persons who either for themselves or as agents or 
factors, seek their living by buying and selling, or by buy- 
ing and letting for hire, or by the workmanship of goods 
and commodities, and by using the trade of merchandize, 
7. e. buyingand selling with a view to profit (1 Griff& Holmes 
Bankruptcy, 82.) 

5. A trader may assign such part of his effects as a secu- 
rity for, or in payment of, an antecedent debt, provided he 
do not thereby preclude himself from continuing his busi- 
ness, and there be no creditor who at the date of the con- 
veyance was in a position to petition for adjudication (1 
Griff & Holmes, 106, et seq.). 

6. The debt of a single petitioning creditor, or of two or 
more, being partners, must amount to £50; that of three 
or more creditors, not being partners, to £100 (Act of 1861, 
s, 89). 

7. If, after adjudication, the petitioning creditor’s debt be 
found to be insufficient, any other creditor, having proved a 
sufficient debt, may apply to the Court to substitute such 
debt, and so sustain a bankruptcy (Act of 1849, s. 108). 

8. Adjudication of bankruptcy may be obtained—(1), On 
creditor's petition ; (2). On adjudication without petition 
after a judgment debtor summons; (3). On petition by 
the debtor himself ; (4). The like, in forma pauperis; (5). 
By act of law, by the registrar visiting a gaol under the pro- 
visions of section 101 of the Act of 1861; (6). By proceed- 
ings nnder section 106 of the same Act, against lunatic pri- 
soners for debt. 

9. The petition is filed and entered on record, and 
allotted to one of the commissioners by rotation, unless 
the debtor has been before bankrupt, and, if the petition 
be presented by a creditor, witnesses to prove the trading 
(if the debtor be a trader), the act of the bankruptcy, and 
the petitioning creditor's debt, are produced before the 
commissioner of the day, and their evidence previously 
taken down in the form of depositions, and on proof o 
these requisites the commissioner adjudicates, If the peti- 
tion be presented by the debtor himself, the adjudication 
is made by the registrar of the day on his being satisfied 
of the sufficiency of the statements in the petition, 

10. Adjudication of bankruptcy vests in the assignee all 
the personal estate of a bankrupt in possession, or reversion, 
or which may come to him at any time before obtaining his 
order of discharge, and wheresoever situate ; and also 
real estate (except copyhold and customaryhold estate) in 
the Queen’s dominions, and also in any foreign country, if 
the bankrupt himself could have disposed thereof ; and also 
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all such real estate as may come to him before obtaining his 
order of discharge. The copy and customary-hold estates of 
bankrupts may also be made available as assets in the bank- 
ruptcy, and if the adjudication be upon a creditors’ petition 
the title of the assignee will, except against persons acting 
bona fide without notice, have relation to the act of bank- 
ruptcy, and avoid dealings with the property by or against 
the bankrupt between the commission of that act and the 
adjudication. 

11. The question appears to refer to the 133rd section of 
the Act of 1849, which provides that conveyances from con- 
tracts with, and payments by and to a bankrupt before 
adjudication, but after an act of bankruptcy, are valid if the 

n dealing with, making, or receiving such conveyances, 
contracts, or payments had not at the time notice of an act 
of bankruptcy, and the transaction was not a fraudulent 
preference of a particular creditor. 

12. Goods which have been bought by a bankrupt, and 
which at the date of the bankruptcy are in course of trans- 
mission to him, and which have not been paid for, may be 
stopped in transitu by the vendor, thereof, who has a right 

st the assignees to reclaim the goods until the price 

ereof be paid fi Griff & Holmes, 340). 

13, Bankruptcy following within two months of the 
giving of a warrant of attorney, cognovit, or consent to any 
sudge's order given in a concerted proceeding, is wholly 
void ; so also are like instruments if not registered within 
twenty-one days (Act of 1849, ss. 185, 136, 137 ; 1 Griff & 
Holmes, 420, et. seq.). 

14. The Act which provides for the registration of bills 
of sale (17 & 18 Vict. c. 36), being an invalidating statute, 
does not prevent the operation of the order and disposition 
section fi25) of the Act, 1849, and, consequently, the 

ion of the furniture by the bankrupt at the time of 
bankruptcy, if with the consent of the transferee, will 
enable the assignees to claim the goods (1 Griff & Holmes, 
426, 444), 

15. A bankrupt may obtain protection from arrest for 
debts proveable under the bankruptcy by surrendering him- 
self to and conforming to the orders of the Court relating to 
his examination. The protection is renewed from time to 
time during the proceedings under the bankruptcy, and is 
evidenced by indorsements on his summons signed by a 
registrar (2 Griff & Holmes, 205, e¢, seq.). 


V.—CriminaL Law AND PROCVEEDINGS BEFORE Macis- 
TRATES. 
(By J. Bradford and G, Kenrick, Esqrs ) 

1. Legal proceedings may be taken either in a civil or cri- 
minal court in such cases as battery or beating another ; or 
the causing a public nuisance which has occasioned a defi- 
nite injury to an individual ; or the publication of a libel 
which endangers the public peace. 

2. The considerations which should influence the judg- 
ment in deciding upon the resort to a civil or criminal court 
in such cases as those referred to in the last answer depend 
on the object sought. If that object be satisfaction by 
damages to the individual injured, a civil court should be 

lied to; if protection of the public, by punishing the 
ender, a criminal court should be resorted to. It should 
be noticed that where the offence amounts to felony, cri- 
aaa proceedings must be taken before a civil remedy will 
e 


a 
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8. The Courts which have jurisdiction in criminal mat- 
ters in England are—(1.) The High Court of Parliament. 
(2.) The Court of the Lord High Steward. (3.) The Court 
of Queen’s Bench. (4.) The High Court of Admiralty. (5 & 
6.) The Courts of Oyer and Terminer and General Gaol 
Delivery. (7.) The Court of General Quarter Sessions of 
the Peace. And certain other courts of minor importance 
(Stephens, vol. iv. p. 378, et seq.). 

4. The persons who are not liable to a punishment for 
criminal acts are those who, strictly speaking, cannot 
commit criminal acts. Infants who, when under four- 
teen, are, until the contrary is shown, presumed to be doli 
‘capaces—when under seven this presumption cannot be 
rebutted. Idiots and lunatics are also incapable of com- 
—a crimes, and therefore not liable to punishment. 

5. Where a person is charged with felony the usual course 
of procedure is to lay an information in writing on oath be- 
fore a justice of the peace, who thereupon issues a warrant 
for the apprehension of the accused, When apprehended 
the accused is brought before the justice, who investigates 
the charge, and, if he thinks fit, commits the prisoner for 





trial, An ex parte investigation before a grand jury follows, 
and, in the event of a true bill being found, the pri- 
soner is, in due course, arraigned and tried. 

6. Where a person is charged with a misdemeanour, a 
warrant is, at common law, necessary to justify his appre- 
hension, but in cases of felony a peace officer may apprehend, 
without warrant, on reasonable suspicion of a felony ; or a 
private individual may apprehend where he can show that a 
felony has actually been committed. Where a prisoner is 
put on his trial for a misdemeanour, his right of challenging 
jurymen is subject to the obligation of showing a sufficient 
reason for his objection, but in cases of felony the right to 
challenge is peremptory. 

7. Where A. obtained possession of a horse from B. by 
false pretences and rode off with it, and B. accompanied by 
a constable followed and overtook A. with the horse in his 

ssession, they might legally apprehend him under 24 & 25 

Vict. c. 96. 

8. If in the case stated in the preceding question A. was 
assisted by X. in obtaining the horse, X. should be indicted 
as a principal and not as an accessory, for a person who is 
present and assists in the perpetration of a crime is a prin- 
cipal and not an accessory. 

9. Where A. having attacked and wounded B. went to C. 
and told him what he had done, who gave A. protection in 
his barn and after the departure of A. the person attacked 
died of the wounds given, C. is not an acccssory to the 
murder, as at the time the assistance was given the crime 
was not complete and no murder had been committed 
(Stephens, vol. IV., p. 127). 

10. If a person be indicted for a misdemeanour, and on his 
trial the facts proved amount to felony, he shall not be en- 
titled to be acquitted of the misdemeanour ; but he shall 
not be liable afterwards to be prosecuted for felony on the 
same facts, unless the Court shall see fit to discharge the 
jury from giving any verdict, in which case he may be after- 
wards dealt with as if he had not been tried for misdemea- 
nor. (14 & 15 Vict. c. 100, s. 12). ; 

11. The essentials to constitute the crime of embezzlement 
are felonious appropriation to his own use by a clerk or ser- 
vant, or one employed in the capacity of a clerk or servant, 
of any chattel, money, or rateable security received into his 
possession for or in the name or on occount of his master or 
employer. 

12. The distinction between the two offences of larceny 
and embezzlement is that the property taken and appro- 
priated in the case of larceny, immediately before the taking, 
must be in the actual or constructive possession of the 
owner ; in the case of embezzlement the property is inter- 
cepted and appropriated by a clerk or servant or one acting 
in the capacity of a clerk or servant as in the last answer. 

13. In the case put A. was not guilty of embezzlement, as 
the goods sold were sold on his own account, and he would 
be entitled to receive the proceeds thereof on his own ac- 
count, and not on account of the persons for whom he sold 
on commission, he is therefore only civilly liable to them in 
respect of such proceeds. 

14, A. sold a picture bearing the name of a distinguished 
artist, knowing it to be a copy, and the name to be a counter- 
feit imitation of the artist’s mode of writing his name, and 
by this means induced B. to buy the picture as a genuine 
work, A. was not guilty of uttering a forged name, as it 
has been held that such a counterfeit name was merely in 
the nature of a mark put upon the painting with a view to 
identifying it rather than a forged document or writing 
(Reg. v. Closs, D. & B. 460). 

15. If two or three persons unite in preferring a false and 
malicious indictment, they may be indicted for conspiracy. 
If one person alone prefers such indictment he is not crimi- 
nally liable in respect thereof. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
MicHaktmas TERM, 1867, 
The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench :— 
Saturday...........-... Nov. 23 | Monday.......++ piiewanes Noy. 25 


ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS, 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Monday, the 
25th November, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four 
o'clock in the afternoon, for swearing in solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn in on the above day 
must leave his common law ission, or his certificate of 
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practice for the current year, at the secretary’s office, Rolls- 
yard, on or before Saturday, the 23rd November. 

The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted 
at common law till the last day of term will be received 
at the secretary's office up to twelve o’clock at noon on 
that day, after which time no papers can be received. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED 
SOCIETY. 

The final examination of gentlemen applying to be ad- 
mitted as attorneys, took place at the Hall of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, on the 12th 
and 13th instant. The Examiners were the Master John- 
son (Court of Exchequer), Mr. William Ford, Mr. John M. 
Clabon, Mr. John Young, Mr. William Williams, and Mr. 
Arthur Ryland. 


LAW 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Michaelmas Term, 1867. 

This Court will, on Tuesday, the 26th, and Wednesday, 
the 27th days of November instant, hold sittings, and will 
proceed in disposing of the cases in the special paper, and 
any other matters then pending ; and will give judgment in 
cases standing for judgment ; and will also hold a sitting on 
Monday, the 2nd day of December next, for the purpose of 
giving judgments only. 








Mr. G. Druce, Q.C., of the Chancery Bar, who has just been 
appointed standing counsel to the University of Cambridge, was 
senior classic in 1843 and also a senior optime and second Chan- 
cellor’s medallist. He is a fellow of Peterhouse and was called to 
the Bar, at Lincoln’s Inn, in 1846. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quoratrion, Nov. 15, 1867. 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 94§ 
Ditto for Account, 934 

3 per Cent. Reduced, 923 
New 3 per Cent., 93 

Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, ’94 76 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 
Do.5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— 


Annuities, April, 785 12 11-16 ths 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 20} 

Ex Bills, £1000, 30 per Ct. 

Ditto, £500, Do 30 

Ditto, £100 & £200, 32 pm 

Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Ct. (last half-year) 246 

Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 223 
Ditto for Account 

Ditto 5per Cent., July, 80 115} 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 per Caat., Oct. 88 1004 





Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 


Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 100) 


Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72, 1033 

Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79, 109 

Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
April, 764 — 

Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 106 

Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, 58 pm 

Ditto, ditto, under £1000,58 pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Shares.| Railways. 


id, | Closing Prices, 





| 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter .......... 
Stock | Caledonian............s+00 ove mae 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ........0000008 it 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 


Stock | 
Stock | 
Stock | 


Stock | Great Western— Original 
Stock | 
Stock 
Stock 


Do.,do.—Newport 
Lancashire and Yorkshir 


sh eeeereeesereseeees 


Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......+6/ 
Great Northern .........0. | 
Do., A St0Ck®  ......0000000 10 

Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
0! 


Do., West Midland—Oxford.., 


London, Brighton, and South 
London, Chatham, and Dover 
London and North-Western.,. 
London and South-Western ,..,.. 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln... 
Metropolitan......s.-s000 ooee 


seeeee eee | 


seereereeses! 


seeeeeeneeecanoenees 
seeee seeereaseeeeees 








Do., 1866 


North London .......000+ e000 -oseeces—eee 


ees] 
soe! 





North Staffordshire........ wensaopenee ooee 


| South Devon ...000-.. 
South-Eastern .., 


3 oF Recaepeapeaiecaatibiiten 


10 Do.,C 











* A receives uo dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 








INSURANCE COMPANIES. 


No. of 


Dividend | 
shares 


per annum Names. | Shares. share. 





| 


coooo’ 
a 


coucococ: 


5000 
4000 
40000 
10000 
20000 
2700 
4600 
5000 
20000 


Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life. 
County ... eee eee 
Eagle ove eee ove 
Equity and Law ... eco 
English & Scot. Law Life 
Equitable Reversionary... 
Do. New... eee esol 
Gresham Lite... 
Guardian .., eee eee 
Home & Col. Ass., Limtd. 
Imperial Life... onl 
Law Fire... os ees 
Law Life ... soo 

Law Union eee eee 
Legal & General Life ... 
London & Provincial Law 
North Brit. & Mercantile 
Provident Life ... eee 
Royal Exchange... oce| 
Sun Fire ... ove 

Do. Life ... 


5 pe & bs 
40 pe & bs 
5 pe & bs 
71 2s 6a pe 
il 2s 6d pe 
5 per cent 
5 per cent 
5& 3pshb 
5 per cent 
20000} 5 per cent 
7500) 84 per cent 
50000] 6 per cent 
10000} 324 pr cent 
100000} 10 per cent 
20000] 9s 6d pr sh 
20000} 5 per cent 
40000} 10 pe & bs 
2500} 124 & bns 
689220} 20 per cent 
— | 6} percent 
4000 ave 


Sad wavssh 
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sa 


ao = —— -o ew 
Succo& SLanachaeh 
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MoneY MagKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

The past week has witnessed very little alteration in the 
English funds, the demand has been dull but prices have remained 
pretty steady, and the balance has been slightly in favour of 
recovery. The Paris Bourse has maintained rather a gloomy 
aspect, but the English market has not this week sympathised 
so readily as before with its neighbour. From the Share Market 
the report is less favourable, though the latest advice reports a 
little improvement. Railway investments still continue in the rear, 
The Royal Bank of Liverpool is to be wound up under supervision 
of the Court. 

Rentes, 68f. 7c. 








Sir Travers Twiss, D.C.L., the newly-appointed Queen’s 
Advocate-General, was admitted an advocate at Doctor’s-Com- 
mons in November, 1841, and became a Queen’s Counsel in 1858, 
He had for many years been Her Majesty’s Advocate in the Court 
of Admiralty, Vicar-General of the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
Chancellor of the dioceses of London, Lincoln, Hereford, and St. 
David’s, Commissary-General of the City and Diocese of Canter- 
bury. Since 1855 he has been Regius Professor of Civil Law in 
the University of Oxford, succeeding the late Dr. Phillimore, 
father of Sir Robert Phillimore, the present judge of the Court 
of Admiralty, whom he has himself recently succeeded in the office 
of Advocate-General. 


Mr. William Stockley, senior member of the Liverpool 
firm of Stockley, Wrigley, and Stockley, has absconded, leaving 
behind him large liabilities. He has since been adjudicated a 
bankrupt, the act of bankruptcy being the absconding, in order, 
as alleged, to avoid his creditors. 


Speaking of legal matters and Irish lawyers at the English 
Bar, reminds me that a learned judge, who also hails from your 
side of the Channel, set the court in a roar some little time ago 
by a quiet rejoinder to an observation made by one of the counsel 
in the case then under trial. ‘The learned gentleman was 
arguing two points, and the first being ruled against him, and 
seeing that the second was equally untenable, he inquired whe- 
ther he should proceed with it, adding emphatically, ‘‘1 throw 
myself upon your Lordship’s hands.” “ Mr. replied his 
Lordship, “The Court declines the burden.’ The manner of 
the judge and the Falstaff-like proportions of the advocate gave 
point to the reply.—Dublin Daily Express (London Corres 
pondent), 


ForGrry or Bank Nortes.—The police at Havre have just 
made an important capture of forgers of notes from the of 
Russia. Complete materials for producing the notes on a large 
scale were found on the premises, including a press, engraved 
plates, and iron stamps imitating the signature of the chief 
cashier of the Russian Bank. Notes in different stages of 
manufacture were also hanging on strings stretched across the 
room, which was heated to serve as a drying-room. ‘The three 

risoners, whose names are Szumuski, Yanowski, and a female, 
icars, all foreigners, were immediately sent to Paris to appear 
before an examining judge. 


OLD AND Best Practice or THE Court.—In the case of the 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway and the Imperial Credit 
Company, in which the documents are so voluminous, the coun- 
sel were about to state the case when Vice-Chancellor Stuart, 
before whom it came, said: ‘The old and best practice is for the 
junior counsel to read the bill, and so to put the Court in posses- 
sion of the case. Mr, Marten, thejunior counsel, accordingly pro- 
ceeded to read tho bill, consisting of nearly 200 printed pages.~ 
Western Morning News. 
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ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Nov. 5.—By Messrs. Farzsroruer, Cuarx, & Co. 

Freehold, 2 plots of building land, fronting the New-road, Hounslow— 
Sold for £110, 

By Messrs. DesennAm, TEwson, & FARMER. 

Leasehold premises, No. 48, Great Portland-street, Oxford-street, let at 
£90 per annum ; term, 16 years unexpired at £25 per annum—Sold 
for £480. 

Freehold residence, known as Tudor-house, situate at the corner of West- 
hill-road, Wandsworth, let on lease at £125 per annum—Sold for 
£2,200. 

Freehold residence, No. 1, Lansdowne-road, Wimbledon, let on lease 
at £130 per annum—Sold for £2,100. 

Freehold residence, No, 4, Lansdowne-road, Wimbledon, let on lease 
at £100 per annum—Sold for £1,450. 

Freehold residence, No. 7, Lansdowne-road, Wimbledon, let on lease 
at £105 per sci Pgs for £1,540. 

Freehold resid No. Lansdowne-road, Wimbledon, let at £94 
per annum—Sold for ‘1, 1300. 

Freehold residence, No. 19, Lansdowne-road, Wimbledon, let on lease 
at £90 per annum—Sold for £1,280. 

Freehold residence, No. 20, Lansdowne-road, Wimbledon, let on lease 
at £112 per annum—-Sold for £1,680. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

CHANCE—On Nov. 8, at Oak-hill, Hampstead, the wife of George 
Chance, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

NORGATE—On Nov. 8, at East Dereham, Norfolk, the wife of Charles 
B. L. Norgate, Esq., Solicitor, of a son, 

RAVENHILL—On Nov. 11, at Kenwood-house, Belvedere-road, Upper 
Norwood, the wife of William Waldron Ravenhill, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law, of a daughter, 

SHARMAN—On Nov. 11, the wife of Mark Sharman, Esq., Solicitor, of 


to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be 
filed at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Nov 14, and notice 
thereof must, at the same time, be given to the petitioners, their 
solicitors, or their agents. Hodge & Co, Truro, solicitors for the 


petitioners. 
Tourspay, Nov. 12, 1867. 
LimiTED IN CHANCERY. 

New Mansfield Copper and Silver Mining Company (Limited).—The 
creditors are required, on or before Dec !4, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to ey f 
Chatteris, !, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. Saturday, Dec 21 at 1 
is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Teign Valley Railway Company. —Petition for the confirmation of a 
of arr t between the company and its creditors was 
on Nov 7. presented and is directed to be heard cefore Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins, on Nov 22. Field & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Royal Bank of Liverpool.—Petition for winding up, presented Nov 8, 
directed to be hea:d before Vice-Chancellor Malins, on Nov,22. Link- 
laters & Co, Walbrook, Solicitors for the petitioners. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
TvEspay, Nov. 12, 1867. 
Andrew, Giles, sen, Baguley-hill, Saddleworth, York, Gent. Dec 7. 


Andrew v Andrew, V. C. Stuart. 
— Wm Wade, Hawford, Worcester. Nov 22. Shailer vCurtler, 





Beldham, Allen, Portsea, Southampton, Draper. Decl. Portsmouth, 
van —— and South Hants Banking Company v Bedlam, 
A alins 
—— fa ay Palace New-rd, Lambeth. Nov 30. Bruton v Bruton, 
Charles, s, Hy, Péllsall Hall, Stafford, Gent. Nov 30. Eyton Charles, 
‘alins. 
Clark, John, Thorpe-le-Soken, Essex, Hay and Corn Dealer. Dec 4. 
Clark v Worters, V. C. Stuart. 
Dancer, Amelia, Harrow, Spinster. Dec 4. Lavers v Dancer, M. R. 
Eldred, John, Holbeach, Lincoln, Gent. Dec i. Eldred » Crawley, 
Vv. C. Stuart. 
Gimblett, Octavia, Ashted, Birm. Nov 30. Gimblett » Bakewell, 





Bedford, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 


COOTE—COX—On Nov. 6, at the Church of Holy Trinity, Southwark, 
Frederick Robert Coote, Esq., Solicitor, of St. Ives, Hunts, to Anne 
Elizabeth, daughter of the late S. 0. Cox, Esq., of the same place. 

O0'FARRELL—STRATFORD—On Nov. 4, at the R.C. Cathedral, Dublin, 
W. M. O'Farrell, Esq., Solicitor, son of T. D. O Farrell, Esq., Crown 
Solicitor for the county Galway, to Matilda, daughter of T. Stratford, 
Esq., Solicitor. 

RENNIE—DE LA RUE—On Nov. 7, at St. John’s Church, Paddington, 
Richard Temple Rennie, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to Marie, widow of 
the late Thomas De la Rue, Esq 

STANFORD—BLAKE—On Nov. 9, at St. Peter’s, Notting-hill, Alfred 
Stanford, Esq., Solicitor, of Blackheath, to Emily, daughter of the late 
John Blake, Esq. 

DEATHS 


JESSOP—On Nov. 2, at Down End, Gloucestershire, aged 75, Anne, 
relict of Edward Jessop, Esq., Solicitor, of Dudley, Worcestershire, 

OVERELL—On Nov. 4, Fanny Young Brooking, wife of William Overell, 
Esq., Solicitor, Leamington. 

RICE—On Nov. 7, at 10, Blomfield-road, Maida-hill, Mary Ann, widow 
of the late Edward Rice, Esq., Solicitor, of Verulam-buildings, Gray’s- 
inn, and Great Stanmore, Middlesex. 





LONDON GAZETTES, 


CMinding-up of Point Stock Compantes 
Fripay, Nov. 8, 1867. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Enamel Porcelain Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Nov 6, directed to be heard before the Master of the Kolls 
on Nov 16, Flux & Co, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-st, solicitors 
for the petitioner. 

Landshipping Colliery Company, Milford Haven (Limited),—Vice- 
Uhaucellor Malins has fixed Nov 18 at 12, at his chambers, for the 
appointment of an Official Liquidator. 

St Enodor China Clay Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented Nov 7, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on Nov 16, Nokes & Co, Finch-lane, Cornhill, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

Strathalbyn Mining and Smelting Company (Limited).—All persons 
who claim all or any part of a sum of £480, or thereabouts, which 
is retained for distribution amongst such of the shareholders in the 
South Australian Copper Mining Company as should not exchange 
their shares for shares in this company, are required, on or before 
Dec 4, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their claims, to Frederick Whinney, 8, Old Jewry. Tuesday, Dec 10 
= 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the said 
claims, 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
Royal Bank of Liverpool.—Petition for winding up, presented Nov 1, 
irected to be heard before Vice-Chancellor } alins, on Nov 15, 
Gregory & Co, Bedford-row, solicitors for the petitioners. 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 


West Condurrow Mining Company.—-Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Nov 4, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden at the 
Prince’s-hall, Truro, on Monday, Noy 18 at 12. Affidavits intended 





V.C. Malins. 
Miller, Reader, Ryarsh, Kent. Dec6. Millery Miller, V. C. Stuart. 
Roborts, Richd, Child Okefield, Dorset, Gent. Dec 11. Roberts o 


Roberts, V. C. Stuart. : 
—_ Jas, New Malton, York, Esq. Dec 5. {Smith v Smith, V. C. 
alins. 
Smith, Joseph aera Portsea, Southampton, Gent. Dec 2. Whit- 
taker v Pittis, M, R. 
— Thos, Claughton-pk, Chester, Gent. Dec 4. Chubb e Carter, 


Whelon, Wm, Lancaster. Deci6. North-Western Railway Company 
v Holden, V. C. Stuart. 
Tuespay, Nov. 12, 1867. 


Allen, Nathaniel, Empingham, Rutland. Dec 4. Wilson v Atter, 


.R. 
Carson, John, Egryn Abbey, nr Duffryn, Merioneth, Esq. Dec 5, 
Williams v Foster, V.C. Malins 
a Richd, Bolton, iamennien. Dec 7. Dootson v Dootson, V.C. 
allns. 
— Eliz, Edgbaston, nr Birm. Dec2. Gimblett v Perton, V.C. 


Malins. 
Garbutt, John Mitchell, Thorpe-grange, nr Greta-bridge, York, 
Surgeon. Dec 14. Bainbridge v Garbutt, V.C. Stuart. 
Hewett, John Fredk Napier, Velindra Lianrian, nr Haverfordwest, 
Pembroke. Dec 10. Prideaux v Hewett, M.R. 
as 4 John, Glemham-house, Suffolk, Esq. Dec 9, Rowley v 
fft, M.R. 


Nicholson, Robt, Gilts, Westmoreland, Yeoman. Dec 5. Turner v 
Nicholson, V.C. Malins, 
Pope, an St Mary-at-hill, Coal Factor. Dec 9. Bell v Pope, V.C. 


Malin: 
Wavell, Thos, hy Southampton, Pensioner. Dec8. Wavell v 
Heffren, V.C. Malins. 


STreditors under 22 & 23 Pict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Nov. 8, 1867. 

Austin, Wm, Bland-st, Gt Dover-st, Southwark, Gent. Dec 15. Simp- 
son, Wellington-st, London-bridge. 

Baster, Lucy, Winnersh-grove, Berks, Widow. Jan 1. Wheeler 
Wokingham. 

Brunt, Geo Emery, Biggleswade, Bedford, Grocer. Jan 11. Chapman 
Biggleswade, 

Chillingworth, Wm, Gt Tower-st, Esq. Dec 21. Lucas, Fen- 
church-st. 

Clarke, Thos Smallpeece, Berg Apton, Norfolk, Gent. Jan 1. Wool- 
sey, Norwich. 

Cresswell, Josiah, Droitwich, Worcester, out of business. Deo 18. 
Freer & Perry, Stourbridge. 

Davies, Benj, Studley, Warwick, Needle Manufacturer. Dec 7. Rich- 
ards, Redditch. 

Davies, Susannah, Cribinshop, Cardigan, Widow. Dec M4. Lloyd 


Lampeter 

Fuller, Sami Hy, Highfield-villas, Camden-town, Gent. Jan 15. Tay- 
lor & Co, Great James-st, Bedtord-row. 

Hodson, Clarissa Wagner, Staines, Middx, Spinster. Jan t. Wheatly, 
Southampton: bldgs, Chancery-lane. 

Hamphreye, Geo, Brimmon, Montgomery, Farmer. Dec 1, Woosnpam, 

ewtown. 

oy. Thos, Bridgend, Pembroke, Merchant. Dec 31, Lanning, 
’embroke. 

Huscroft, Wm, Wakefleld, York, Innkeeper, Dee 15, 
Wakeileld. 
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sg mg Thos, Belper, Derby, High ‘Bailiff ars 5. itiveni 4 


per 
Kirkpatrick, Saml, Queen-st, Cheapside, Grocer. Dec 7. Benham, 
Wigmore-st. 
Murray, Eugene, Walbrook-bldgs, Contractor. Dec 5. Lethbridge 
& Son, Abingdon-st, Westminster. 
Pares, Thos, Hopwell Hall, Derby, Esq. Jan 1. Miles & Co, Leicester. 
—, 8. Bradford, York, Widew. Jan 8 Wood & Killick, 
Lawrence, Eliz, Duchesse de Stacpoole, Paris. Dec 15. 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Stedman, Wm Smith, Horsham, Sussex, Solicitor. 
& Co, Gt George-st, Westmisster. 
Stibbs, Edwd, Kendell End, Farmer. Nov 30. Richards, Redditch. 
Townson, Jennett, Cranford, Middx. May17. Morris & Co, Moor- 
gate-st-chambers, Moorgate-st. 

Trowsdale, Maria, Appleton-upon-Wiske, York, Widow. Dec 31. Jef- 
ferson, Northallerton. 

Whitelocke, Bulstrode Carleton, Uxbridge, Esq. Dec 31. Benham & 
Findell, Essex-st, Strand. 

Whittingham, Catherine, Lancester, Widow. Dec 14. Sharp & Son, 

Cooke, Towcester. 


Lancaster. 
Wight, John Wight, Northampton, Esq. Jan 8, 


Tuespay, Nov. 12, 1867. 
Barugh, Thos, Ruswick, York, Gent. Dec 2. Teale, Leyburn. 
— Wm, Boarstall, Buckingham, Farmer. Dec 1. Kirby, Bices- 


Cheetham, Chas Fredk, Manch, Esq. Jan 20. Earle & Co, Manch. 
bal Robt Hy, Badger Hall, Salop, Esq. Dec 21. Newill, Welling- 


cui oat, » Wm, Gt Tower-st, Esq. Dec 21. Orton & Lucas, Fen- 

urch-st 

ones, Danl, Scruton, York, Gert. Jefferson, Northaller- 

Daniel, Hy, Nunhead, Peckham, Stonemason. Feb 28. Hepburn & 
Son, Bird-in-hand- -Cby Cheapside. 

eo Lpool, Mast and Bleck Maker. Dec3l. J.& H. Gregory, 
poo 

Golden, Saml, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Farmer. Dec 24, Willders, 
Whittlesey. 

Harrison, Eliz, King Edward-rd, Hackney. Feb15. Arnold, Graves- 


end. 
Harpham, John, Gainsborough, Lincoln,Gent. Jan 1. os a 


——. Mag —_" Congresbury, Somerset, Clerk. 
Co, rs 

Li bi naclg Chas, Alton, - craved Hop Planter. Jan 1. Hensman 
Nicholson, College-hill. 

Martin, Ann, Bath, Widow. Dec 31. 

dish-sq. 

Ogle, i Lodge, Warwick-st, Pimlico. Dec 30. Ashurst & Co, 
ewry. 

— Dani, Balsall Heath, Birm, Contractor, Dec 24. Dimbleby, 

Birm. 


Potts, Jane, Thaxted,, Essex, Spinster. Dec 27. Wade, Gt Dunmow. 

Pybus, John Anderson, ;Corbridge, — Gent. Jan 10. 
Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon-T: 

Roberts, Robt, Llangollen, Denbigh. cal. Richards, Llangollen. 

Russell & Co, 


Scudder, John, —— Kent, Linen Draper. Dec 15. 
Old Jew: lewry-chambe rs. 
Thos, Tottenham, Gent. Dec 28. Heath & Parker, St 


Btickley, 
Helen’s-pl. 
Tomlins Fredk Guest, Painter’s Hall, Little Trinity-lane, Journalist. 
Jan 15. Englefield, Wellington-chambers, D actor’s-comms. 
, Geo, Hall-fields, Leicester, Farmer. Jan 1. Miles & Co» 
cester. 


Harting, 


Jan 20. Fearon 


Jan 1. 


Low, Wimpole-st, Caven- 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fray, Nov. 8, 1867. 


Aicher, Hilary, Bristol, Watch Maker. Oct 10. Asst. Reg Nov 7. 
Challenger, pone, Gt Portland-st, Pianoforte Maker. Nov2. Comp. 


Reg Nov 
Chapman,” Win, Kennington-pk-rd, Leather Seller. Oct 22. Comp. 


caselerg, Wm, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Jeweller. Oct 8. Asst. Reg 
Nov 
_ Geo, Albert-ter, Camden-rd, out of business. Nov.5, Comp. 


x 
Catling, Wm, Manch, Hosier. Oct 18. Comp. Reg Nov7 
a 8 to] Fisherton, Salisbury, Wilts, Chemist. Oct 10. Asst, 
— John, Byde, Isle of Wight, Groeer. Nov 2. Comp. Reg 


cong, Jas, Kentish-town-rd, Tailor. Nov2. Asst. .Reg Nov 8, 

Cn beg John, Bermondsey New-rd, Grocer. Nov 7. Comp. Reg 
Nov 8. 

Craig, Hugh, Lpool, Stockbroker. Nov7. Asst, Reg Nov 8 

—_ =) gaa Bedloe, Salisbury, Wilts, Builder. Oct 21. Asst. Reg 


on je by 3 Palmerston-st, Battersea, Manure Contractor. Nov 
mp g Nov 8. 
De Winter, Eliazer, Commereial-st, Whitechapel, Leather Merchant. 
Nov5. Comp. Reg Nov 8 
Foster, Chas Jas, Orown-ct, Fleet-st, Licensed Victualler. Oct 9. 


Comp. Reg Nov 
Furness, Joh Geo, Wimbledon, Surrey, Auctioneer. Nov 5. Comp. 


Reg N 
ae yy . Hy, flag ae, Mills, Somerford, Parva, Wilts, Mealman. 
Geo, Bridport-pl, ar North-rd, Hoxton, Wholesale Milliner. 
Nov 7. Comp. Reg Nov 
=e Edwd, Tingutentepen tel, Boot Maker. Oct 15, Comp. Reg 
a Zohn, Holywell, Flint, Flannel Manufacturer. Nov 1. Asst. 
v 5, 
Nov 6. 


Hancock, Robt we, are Pentonville, Butcher. 
Comp.’ Reg Nov Margaret-st, D 





_ Bird deo 


———_. 


7 Geo, Bell-st, Edgware-rd, News ginb. Oct 16, cme: Reg 
lov 


Hatch, Saml, Lpool, Engraver, Oct 24. Asst. Reg Nov 8. 
Hebert, Jas Deane, Trinity-sq, Tower-hill, Tavern Keeper. Novy 4, 
Comp. Reg Nov 6. 
rd Blackshots Farm, Orsett, Essex, Farmer. Nov. Asst, 
4 
Hoffman, Jobn Wm, Birm, Patentee. Oct9. Comp. Reg Nov 5, 
Hunt, Chas, Heanor, Derby, Lace Maker. Oct 17. Comp. Reg Novs. 
—— Halifax, York, Cabinet Maker. Oct 15. Asst. Reg 


Nov 

Imbof, ‘Danl, & Leopold, Mukle, Oxford-st, Musicial Instrument 
Manufacturers. Nov 4. Comp. Reg Nov 7. 

Ingersent, Geo, St Lenemares, Sunny Bank-rd, Norwood, Builder, 
Nov 5. Comp. Reg Nov 6, 

Isaacs, Hy, Cheetham, Manch, Jeweller. Nov 6. Comp. Reg Nov?7, 

Jackson, Thos Dean, & Richd Brigg Ackroyd, Lpool, Merchants. 
Oct 14. Asst. Reg Nov7 

Jones, Hugh, Everton, nr Lpool, Brewer. Nov 1, Asst. Reg Nov 7, 

Jones, Griffith, Rhedynogfelenfawr, Carnarvon, Farmer. Oct 26, 
Asst. Reg Nov8. 

Joynson, Thos, Water’oo, Lancaster, out of business. Nov 4. Comp. 

Comp. Reg 
Oct 12, Asst. 


lov 7. 
arner, Chatham, Kent, Confectioner. Oct 31. 

Laden, John, Sprimston, Cumberland, Farmer. 

teers, Wm, Nottingham, Patent Fleecy Hosiery Manufacturer. 
Oct 29, Comp. Reg Nov 8. 

oy ae Sutton, Surrey, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 4. Comp 

Michell Gen "Joseph, Newgate-market, Meat Salesman. Oct 25. Comp. 
Reg Nov 7- 

Moore, John, Euston-rd, Ironmonger. Oct 8. Asst. ng Nov 5. 

Oct 14. Asst, 


—— Hy Hearn, Watling-st, Warehouseman, 


Joy, 
Nov 


Reg 
Nannton, "John, Ipswich, Suffolk, Wheelwright. Nov6. Comp. Reg 


2 —o Wellingborough, Northampton, Builder. Oct 8 

omp. Re 

—a2 Jacob, Ed Co Cohen, & Philip Cohen, Merchants, Birm. Oct 

mp. Re 

Prangley, Chas Tho, Sationey, Wilts, Agricultural Chemist. Oct 10, 
Comp. Reg Nov 5 

Prime, Jonathan, Citizen-rd, Holloway, Cheesemonger. Oct 3l. 
Comp. Reg Nov 7. 

Ramsey, Geo, & Jas Davis Ramsey, Richmond, Coach Builders, Oct 
10. Comp. Reg Nov 6. 

Robinson, Geo Dannett, Windsor, Berks, Coach Builder. Nov 8 
Comp. Reg Nov 8. 

Ross, Michael, Manch, Boot Maker. Oct 14. Comp. Reg Nov 6. 

sak ving Ryde, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper. Oct 28. Comp. 
Reg Nov 7. 

Scholfield, Thos, jun, + adlaeaeatiandaaad Lancaster, Innkeeper. 
Octil. Asst. Reg Nov 6 

Slack, Joseph, Gt Warford, Chester. Nov 4. Comp. Reg Nov 8 

Slack, John, Gt Warford, Chester, Farmer. Nov 2. Comp. Reg 

Oct 10. Comp. Reg 


ov 
Smart, suey Ann, Gloucester, Bookseller. 
Nov 


smith, ‘vm Hy, Carpenter. Nov4. Comp. Reg Nov 


Comp, 


7. 
anek, Geo Blagrave, Chancery-lane, Shorthand Writer. Oct 23. Comp 
Swann, Thos, Leeds, Joiner. 
Thomson, Geo Wm, Eastbourne, Sussex, Chemist. 
Thurman, Wm, & Houghton Ben Thurman, Nottingham, Bankers. 
Comp. Reg N 
Vernon, Geo, Tarporley, Chester, Shoemaker. Oct 18. Asst. Reg 
Nov 7. 
Oct 17. Comp. Reg Nov 8 
— a 
Tvespay, Nov. 12, 1867. 
Aagionen, As Anne oars a Summerhill-rd, Tottenham, 
"Warwick, Surgeon. 
g Novi 
en Puttrell Philip, Northampton, Tailor. Oct 15. Comp. Reg 
Ins torship. Rog Nov 12. 


g Nov 
ouminen Baar, Plymouth, Devon, Bookbinder. Oct 28. 
bi mri Wm, Blaina, Monmouthshire, Grocer, Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
Reg Nov 5. 
Oct 12. Asst. Reg Nov 6. 
Nov 4. 
Vaughan, = B ma Painter. 
Waite, Geo, Bristol, Boot Maker. Oct 10. Asst. Reg Nov 
Waring, Emma ee St - 3 Notting-hill, Spinster. Oct 
Woolkeld, Jo John Clowes, St Alban’s, Hertford, Comm Agent. Nov 4 
Adams, Jas, Wells-st, Oxford-st, Carman. Nov 4. Cemp. Reg 
Oct 29. Asst. 
Oct 24+ 
Com) 
Basher, Jone, Broads, Lambeth, Licensed Victualler. 
Battle, Bi, St Leonards, Sussex, Widow. Oct 25. Oomp. Reg 
Bill, red Anquetas, Aston, Warwick, Emery Munufacturer. Oo 29. 
Com; 2. 


Reg Nov 7. 
Nov 4. Comp. Reg Nov 6. 
Nov 6. 
Oct 9. Asst 
Tidy, Wm Whitworth, Stanhope-pl, Regent’s-pk, Gent. 
Oct 38. Comp. Reg 
Nov 6. 
Wakefield, Michael, Grey Eagle-st, Spitalfields, Lisweed ” Victualler. 
4. Comp. me vl. 
in High-st, Croydon, Oilman. Nov 5, Comp. 
Comp. Reg Nov 8, 
Nov ll. 
Andrew, Robt, Belton, Rutland, Baker. Oct 16. Asst. Reg Nov 12. 
—“, Edwd am, Ree eohill, 
Nov 5 
Comp. Reg Nov 
Nov 
Bell, Richa, Robt Bell, & Thos Miller, Lpool, Merchants. Oct 22 
‘ King, Westbourne-grove, Jeweller, Oct 25. Asst. Reg 


Nov 9. 
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Soon, Emanuel, Manch, Grocer. Nov 1. Comp. Rt Nov 8, 
Boote, Wm Thos, Lpool, Grocer. Nov 4. Reg Nov 12. 
Brameld, The Rev, @ Geo Wm, East Markham, Nottingham. Oct 16. 


Asst, ov 
Bristow, Edwd, Wrotham, Kent, Grocer. Nov 8. Reg 


Nov 11. 
Browning, Hy Harris, Old Jewry, Tailor. Oct 28, Comp. Reg 
Oct 22, Comp. Reg 


Nov 11. 

Buch, sulheng: Noble-st, Foreign Imperter, 
Nov ll. 

Gigne, Thos, Penzance, Cornwall, Builder. Nov 2, Asst. Reg 
Nov 12. 

eg bet Roupel-st, Lambeth, Beer Retailer. Nov 11. Comp, 
Re 

case, Wm, Shelland, Suffolk, Farmer. Oct 12. Asst. Reg 
Nov 

Cook, Thos en oem Devon, Ironmonger. Oct 16. Asst. 
Reg 

Colnaghi, Bernard Oswald, Stanley-villas, Chelsea, Advertislng Agent, 
Novl. Comp. Reg Nov 11. 

Connor, Richd, Grove-passage, Hackney, Livery Stable Keeper. Nov 
4. Comp. Reg Nov 8. 

Down, Chas Septimus, Lupton-cottage, | enna Camberwell, no 

occupation, Novi. Comp. Reg Nov! 

brant, Robt, Leeds, Hat Mn Naval Nov 1. 


Nov 
™ "ead, Penzance, Cornwall, Boot Maker. Oct 16. Comp. Reg 
wien, ‘Wm, West Derby, nr Lpool, Cart Owner. Ocb 30, Asst. 


Reg Nov 
Ferguson, Jas, Plymouth, Devon, Draper. Oct 15, Asst. Reg 
Asst. Reg Nov 9. 


Nov 9. 
Ferguson, John, Manch, Bookseller. Oct 21. 


4 ria Macclesfield, Chester, Innkeeper. Nov 6. Asst. Reg 
‘ov 
—! John Jerrard, Fulham-rd, Chemist. Oct 31. Comp. Reg 


eng Josias, jun, Merriott, Somerset, Draper. Oct 14. Inspector- 
Reg Nov 1l. 


im, Princes-rd, Notting-hill, Bootmaker. Nov9, Comp. Reg 


Ne 

coda Jas, & Edd Collier, Manch, Warehouseman, Oct 12. Asst. 
eg Nov 

Hall, Geo yn Ossulston-st, Euston-rd, Leather Seller. Oct 28, 
Comp. Reg 12. 

Halstead, Eied, “x Saml Akroyd, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinners. Oct 
3l. Comp. Reg Nov 12. 

Heywood, Wm, 5 ‘Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. Nov 7. 
‘omp. Reg Nov 

as ¢ Joseph, St saituiet, Hoxton, Draper. Oct 25, Asst. 

ny Sheffield, Bookbinder. Nov 5. Comp. Reg Nov 1}. 

—, David Chas, Southampton, Smith. Oct 17. Asst. Reg 


Nov 
Howl, Thos, & Edwa Howl, Weedon, Northampton, Iron Merchants. 
Nov4. Comp. Reg Nov 9. 
=. Thos, Neath, Glamorgan, Draper. Oct 12, Asst. Reg 
Jones, <john, Birm, Marine Store Dealer. Nov 1. 
ov 
Jones, Robt Morgan, pone Tydfil, Glamorgan, Flannel Draper. 
Nov5. Comp. Reg Nov 12. 
— Hy. Fulham-rd, Brompton, Wine Merchant. Oct 26. Comp. 
g Nov &. 
Kingsland, John, Clarendon-st, Notting-hill, ont of business. Nov 9. 
Comp. Beg Nov 12. 
Winstanley, Soke Knight Wm Edmd, & Matthew Birkenhead, 
_ Lancaster, Paper Manufacturers. Nov7. Comp, Reg 
ov 
ive, By Hy, ee pl, Shadwell, Cork Manufacturer. Oct 22. Asst. 


ig N 
Liha, pm Haslemere, Surrey, Grocer. Nov 8, 


Comp, 


Comp. Reg 


Reg 


Comp. Reg 


Comp. Reg 


v 12. 
Loven, John, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Sinker. Oct 12, Comp, Reg 
Nov 
Lyons, David Moss, Manchester-st, Manchester-sq, Comm Agent, 


Novl. Comp. Reg Nov 12, 
em, Thos, Edmonton, Middx, Baker. 


Mason, Steph, & Wm sepaets, Nottingham, Cotton Merchants. 
29, ‘Comp. Reg Nov 
mod, 4) Alex, Soath-os,” Manchester-sq, Baker, Oct 18. 
eg No 
mitehinson, | - St John’s Wood-ter, Decorator. Nov 7, Comp, 
Og 
Maw, 6 Geo, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Oct 16, 
4 lo 
. Seared. Crinoline Manufacturer, 


gz Ni 
Over, Tho, Elisha Over, Chester, Confectioners. Oct 22. 
ig Nov 
Oxley, ee jun, Beverley, York, Butcher. Oct 19. Asst. 


Pullout. ‘thie, Stratford, Essex,Draper. Oct 15. Asst. Reg Nov 12. 

Pattinson, Edward, St + aes Sussex, Coal Merchant, 
Nov5, Asst. Reg Nov 

Pettinatti, , Joseph, Gente Confectioner. Aug 24. 


Nov 7. Comp. Reg 


Comp. 


Comp. 
Oct 31. 
Asst. 
Reg 


Comp. Reg 
gr a jun, Old Forge, Hereford, Corn Factor, Oct 12. Com», 
eg Nov 8. 


Price, Strother, Sasheter- lane, Highbury, Commercial Traveller. 
Oct 24. Comp. Reg Nov 
Pr weg N Hy, wee heed g Boot Manufacturer. Oot 30. 
Nov 1 
Srettergoed, doeoph, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Haberdasher. 
Asst. Reg Nov 1}. 
Shieide Joseph Wm, N Yaa Isle of Wight, Attorney’s Clerk. 
q Comp, Rog Nov 11 


Nov 


Oct 





Asst. , 
Oct | 


ey Fuller, Redcliff-rd, Fulham-rd, Widow. Nov7. Comp. 
Smith, \ ae Sittingbourne, Kent, Draper. Oct 31. Comp. Reg 
Nov 
ee, Jas Batchelor, Fareham, Hants, Draper. Oct 19, Asst. Reg 
ov 
ome —, Blackwater, Southampton, Brewer. Oct 18. Comp. 
g Nov 1 
Swinden, Wm jg & Albert Bertenshaw, Manch.Comm Agents, 
Oct 29. Reg Nov !1. 
Teague, Chas aye Birm, Draper. Oct 17. Comp. Reg Nov it. 
Thomas, John, Carmarthen, Printer. Nov4. Comp. Reg Nov 8. 
ee * Fras Danl, Ipswich, Suffolk, Schoolmaster. Oct 18. Comp, 
g Nov! 
Wackett, Was, East India Dock-road, Bromley, Corn Merchant. Oct 
25. Comp. Reg Nov 8, 
Walker, Arthur om Wyocliffe-ter, Lavender-hill. Nov 5. 


Comp. Reg Nov 
be me Jeaeph Tmblin, Chiswick, Builder. Nov 5. Comp. Reg 
Oct 21. Asst. Reg 


Nov ll. 
Walton, Wm, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Draper. 


Wotherwel, Wm, jun, Stockton, Durham, Tailor. Oct 30. Comp. 
eg 
Whibley, Geo iiuble, Whitstable, Kent, Draper. Oct 29. Comp. Reg 


Whitehouse, Job, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Ironmaster’s Clerk. Nov 
Comp. Reg Nov ll, 
hog Re Wm, Lianddansaint, Anglesey, Grocer. Oct 30. Comp. 
ov Al. 
, John Alexander, Princess-st, Edgware-rd, Builder. Oct 12. 
“ie Reg Nov 8. 
bag — Kidsgrove, Stafford, Joiner. Nov 7. Reg 
OV 
Waght, Geo, Mews, York-ter, Regent’s-pk, Cab Proprietor. Nov 
Comp. Reg Nov 1}. 


Comp. 


Sankrupls 
Frrpay, Nov. 8, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 

Arnold, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 4 (for pan). 
Murray. Nov 27 at 12. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st 

Beatty, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 4 “(for pau). 
Murray. Nov 27 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Brown, Jas, jun, West-side, Bethnal- -green, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Oct 29. Murray. Nov 27 at 12. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

Dewdney, Geo, Rickmansworth, Hertford, Carpenter. Pet Nov 4. 
Murray. Nov 27 at 11. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn 

Everatt, Wm, Eynsham, Oxfordshire, braper. Pet Nov 4, 
Nov 27 at ll. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Grimwood, Edwd. Essex-rd, Islington, Tailor. Pet Oct 30. Murray. 
Nov 27at 12. Worthington & Plunkett, Milk-st. Cheapside. 

Head, Wm, Prisoner fur Debt, Lewes. Pet Nov 2. Nov 20at 11. 
Chilton & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Henry, Clifford ’ Felix, York-villas, Campden-hill, Kensington. Pet 
Nov l. Nov 20atil. Girdwood, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Huxtable, Mary Newton, St Paul’s Church-yard, Housekeeper. Pet 
Nov6. Pepys. Nov Zl atl. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn, 

Johnson, John Andrew, St Martin’s-lane, Butcher. Pet Nov 5. 
20 atl. Greville, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Jones, Alfd, Roman-rd, Barnsbury, Flour Factor. Pet Nov 4. Pepys. 
Nov 2lat12. King, Birchin-lane. 

Justice, Jessie, Somers-pl, Hyde-pk, Lodging House-keeper. Pet 
Nov4. Pepys. Nov 2iat12, Dubois & Co, Church-passage, Gres- 
ham-st. 


Lee, Michael, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 4 (for pau). 
Brougham. Nov 20 at 12, George, Fenchurch-st. 

Leach, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Nov 6 (for pau). Murray. 
Nov 27 at I. George, Fenchurch-st. 

Mathes, Christian Fredk, Charlotte-st, Caledonian-rd, Baker. Pet Nov 
5. Murray. Nov 27at12. Lewis & Sons, Wilmington-sq, 

McKee, Mary. Moor-pk-rd, Fulham. Pet Nov 4. at 12, 
Cooper, Billiter-st. 

Nutley, Stephen, Holland-mews, Holland-rd. Kensington, Cab 
. Pet Nov 7. Murray. Nov 20at2. Lewis & Whisbourne, 

inghall-st. 


O'Connor, Jas, sen, Bridge-pl, Greenwich, no business. Pet Nov 4, Nov 
20 at 2. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 
Pells, Richd, High-st, Camden-town, Baker. Pet Nov 5, Nov 20atl. 
Emmets & Co, Bloomsbury-sq 
Ray, Hy, Bridport-pl, Hoxton, Greengrocer. Pet Nov 5. Pepys. Nov 
21 atl. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 
Redknap, Edwd Wm Thos Liddle, jun, & ae’ Redknap, Richmond- 
bridge, Surrey, Boat Builders. Pet Nov 5. Murray, Nov 27 at 12. 
om tin haemo aaa broke-sq, K ton, Business Agent 
er, John Saunders, Pembroke-sq, Kensington, n 
Pet Nov 6, Pepys, Nov 21 at 1. Parkes, Beaufort-bidgs, Strand. 
Smith, John Willey, West Ham-lane, Stratford, Sssex, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Pet Nov 4. Nov 20at 12. Reep, Bishopsgate-st’ 
Swanston, John, Diss, Norfolk, Woollen Draper. Pet Nov 4. Murray. 
Nov 27 at !1. Chidley, Old ‘Jewry. 
Swift, Richard Foord, Plumstead, Grocer. Pet Novl. Nov 20 {at 1. 
Rooks & Co, Eastcheap. 
Townsend, John, jun, Surbiton, Grocer. Pet Nov 6. Murray. Nov 
20 at 2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Tucker, Joseph Patrick, Southampton, China Dealer. Pet Nov 2. 
Nov 20 at 12. Marshall & Co, Leadenhall-st. 
be ig Hy, Enfield-ter, Windmill-rd, Croydon, Colourman. Pet Nov 
Pepys. Nov 2latl. Angell, Guildhall- 
Ww he... Wm Geo, Grove-st, “oe mehalls Cooper. Pet Nov 
4. Murra: Nov 27 at il. ie, n; 8 
of hill, Master 
ermyn-st, St 


Murray. 


Nov 


Nov 20 


ee John, Talbot-rd,” Kensington-park, No 
Plasterer, Pet Nov 1. Nov 20 at ll. George, 


James’, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Alyce, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Ad Nov 5(ferpau), Har 
ley. Bristol, Nov 22 at 12. 
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Pet Nov 5. Marshall. Leeds, Nov 20 
Pet Nov 6, 


Pet Oct 6, 


Pet Nov 5. 





Pet Nov 5. Tudor. Birm, Nov 


Nelson. 


at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Attwater, Thos Chipping, Liskeard, Cornwall, Druggist. 
6. Challinor. Hanldy, Nov 23 at11, Walker, Burslem. 
Leeds, Nov 
Bell, Robt, Heigham, Norwich, Watchmaker. 
Leighton‘Buzzard, Nov 22 at 11. Neve, Luton 
Brewster, Wm, Market Harling, Norfolk, Gunsmith. 
Alleyne. Tunbridge§We!ls, Nov 25 at 3. Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 
Childs, John, Mansfield, Nottingham, Butcher. 
Cox, Wm, Birm, Fruit Dealer’s Assistant. Pet Oct7. Guest. Birm, 
Greenhow. 
Dover, Nov 22 t12. Minter, Dover. 
Dowd, Thos, Lpool, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 1. 
1 Pet Nov 4. Wilde, 
Bristol, Nov 20 at 11. Thomas, Pontypridd. 
1, Robert, Leicester, Draper. 
Nov 22 at 12. Thorne, Barnstaple. 
Goldthorpe, Frank, Batley Carr, York, Grocer. Pet Oct 31. 
Hinrich. 
Bedford, Nov 22 at 11. Conquest & Stimson, Bedford. 
Gubbins, Joseph, Birm, Journeyman Carpenter. Pet Aug 15. Guest. 
Birm, Nov 22 at i0. Parry, Birm. 


Appleton, Geo, Leeds, Joiner. 
Atkinson, Thos, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Contractor. 
Lpool, Nov 20 at 12. Fvans & Co, Lpool. 
Childs. Liskeard, Nov 19 at 12. Coad. 
Bainbridge, Levi, Silverdale, Stafford, Licensed Victualler.- Pet Nov 
Beaumont, Joseph Wilson, Sheffield, Doctor. Pet Nov 6. 
20 at 12. Broomhead, Sheffield. 
Pet Nov 5. Palmer. 
Norwich, Nov 20 at 11, Stanley, Norwich. 
Bird, Alfd, Stanbridge, Bedford, Cattle Dealer. Pet Nov 4. Kipling. 
Bracewell, Sophia, Oldham, Lancaster, Milliner. Pet Nov 6. Macrae. 
Manch, Nov 21 at 12. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 
Pet Nov 4 
Francklin. Attleborough, Jan 2at 10. Sadd, Norwich. 
Brooker, John, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Brickmaker. Pet Nov 4. 
Bryce, Jas, Leeds, Wine {and Spirit Merchant. Pet Oct 29. Leeds, 
Nov 21 at 11. Simpson, s. 
Pet Nov5. Tudor. 
Birm, Nov 19 at ll. Cranch, Nottingham. 
Nov 22 at 10. Parry, Birm. 
Cuthbert, Firman, Dover, Kent, Butcher. 
Dale, Saml, Newchapel, Stafford, Ironmaster, Adj{Oct 30. Hill. 
Birm, Nov 20 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 
Lpool, Nov 21 at 11. 
Richardson & Co, Lpool. 
Evans, Howell, Llantrissent, Glamorgan, Builder. 
Farrer, Joseph, West Vale, nr Halifax, York, Factory Hand. Adj Oct 
. I . Rankin. Halifax, Nov 22 at 10, 
19 at 11. Maples, Nottingham. 
Galliford, Wm Edwd, Barnstaple,|Devon, Builder. Pet Nov7. Exeter, 
Gerard, Joseph, New Wortley, nr Leeds, Shovel Maker. Pet Nov 2. 
Marshall. s, Nov 20at 12. Harle, Leeds, 
Dewsbury, Nov 21 at 3.30. Nettleton. Wakefield. 
Green, Josiah Rickett, Bedford, Wheelwright. Pet Oct 31. 
Greenwood, Wm, Halifax, York, Spindle Manufacturer. Pet Nov 6. 
Rankin. Halifax, Nov 22 at 10. Storey, Halifax. 
Birm, Nov 22 at 10. East, Birm. 
Hall, Geo Hy, Birm, Greengrocer’s Assistant. 
Halliday, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. 
tol, Nov 22 at 12. 


Adj Nov 5. Harley. Bris- 


Hearfield,, Wm Hy, Kingston-upon-Hull, out of business. Pet Nov 6. 
— Kingston-upon-Hull, Nov 20 at 12. Spurr & Chambers, 


ull, 
Hearfield, John, Kingston-upon-Huil, Watchmaker. Pet Nov 5. 
— Kingston-upon-Hull, Nov 20 at 11. Spurr & Chambers, 


uli, 

Hewitt, John Norton, Market Rasen, Lincoln, out of business. Pet 
Nov6. Rhodes. Market Rasen, Nov 23at11. Saffery & Chambers, 
Market Rasen. 

Harley, Geo, Pilton, Baker. Pet Oct 31. Lovell. Wells. Nov 16 at 
12. Hobbs & Seal. 

Hussey, John, Naphill-common, Buckingham, Grocer. Pet Nov 5. 
Parker. High Wycombe, Nov 22 at ll. Spicer, Gt Marlow. 

Jebbett, Thos, Coventry, Warwick, Baker. Pet Nov 5, Kirby. Coven- 
try, Nov 20 at3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Jepson, Thos Barber, Lpool, Cart Owner. Pet Nov 6. Lpool, Nov 21 
at ll. Etty, Lpool. 

Joyner, Reuben, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Baker. Pet Nov 6. Gough, 
Gt Maivern, Nov 22 at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 

Kemp, Geo, Bolton-upon-Dearne, York, Iron Merchant. Pet Nov 6. 
Newman. Rotherham, Nov 25 at 12. Woodhead, Doncaster. 

Leake, Arthur Hill, Hollinwood, nr Manch, Iron Founder, Pet Oct 24. 
Macrae. Manch, Nov 29 at 11. Leigh, Manch. 

Llewellyn, Richd, Nantyg!o, Monmouth, Mill Manager. Pet Oct 31. 
Shepard. Tredegar, Nov 25at1. Harris, Tredegar. 

Lock, Wm, Bourton-on-the-Water, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Pet Nov 4. Anderson. Stow, Nov 20 at 10. Kilby, Banbury. 

Lockwood, Wm, Manch, Merchant, Pet Oct 28. Macrae. Manch, 
Nov 28 at ll. Leigh, Manch. 

a = Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Oct 16. Lpool, Nov 

at 12. 

Medd, Joseph, Gloucester. Chemist. Pet Nov 4. Wilde. Bristol, 
Nov 20 ati!. Wilkes, Gloucester. 

Mellodew, Mary, Higginshaw, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. 
Pet Oct 26. Macrae. Manch, Dec5at1l. Leigh, Manch. 

Morfey, Thos, Brighton, Sussex, Builder. Pet Nov 6, Evershed, 
Brighton, Nov 25 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Morgan, Jobn, jun, Dyffaant, Abercrane, Brecon,{Draper. Pet Nov 5. 
Wilde. Bristol, Nov 20at11. Press & Co, Bristol. 
Mottram, Thos, Gerrard Gee Cross, Chester, Beerseller. 

Brooks. Hyde, Nov 27 at 11. Elliott, Manch. 

Newton, Wm Thos Roberts, Plymouth, Hotel Keeper. 
Exeter, Nov25 at 16. Beer & Rundle, Devonport. 

Reeve, Jas, Godmanchester, Huntingdon, out of business. 
1. Margetts. Huntingdon, Nov 20at 11. Hunt, Cambridge, 

Zenshaw, Sam!l, Manch, Beer Retailer. Pet Nov 5. Macrae. Manch, 
Nov 22atll. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Richardson, Wm, Stapleford, Nottingham, Butcher. Pet Nov 6, 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Nov 27at 11. Ashwell, Nottingham. 

Roberts, Hy, Middlesbrough, York, Beerhouse Keeper, Pet Nov 4, 
} al Stockton-on-Tees, Nov 20at12, Clement, Stockton-on- 

Pet Nov 4. 


Mackey, Southampton, 


Pet Nov 2. 
Pet Nov 2. 
Pet Nov 


ees. 
Rogers, Jas, Bartley-green, Southampton, Farmer. 
Thorndike. Southampton, Nov 20 at |2, |! 


Pet Oct 26. Guest. | 





Senior, Wm, Huddersfield, Woollen Spinner. Pet Oct 18. Jones, 
Huddersfield, Nov 29 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Shattock, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj Oct 19. Giles, 
Taunton, Nov 23at 11. Trenchard, Taunton. 

Simcock, Jas, Burslem, Stafford, Wheelwright. Pet Nov 23. Challi. 
nor. Hnnley, Nov 23 at 11. Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Skelsey, Wm, Wortley, nr Leeds, Brick Maker. Pet Nov 2. Mar. 
shall, Leeds, Nov 20 at 12, Harle, Leeds. j : 

Smith, Wm, Nottingham, Coal Dealer. Pet Nov 5. Patchitt. Not. 
tingham, Nov 27 at i!. Smith, Nottingham. 

Smith, Wm, Everton, nr Lpool, Builder. Pet Nov 4. Lpool, Nov 19 
at ll. Richardson & Co, Lpool. 

Smith, Wm Edmonds, Phillack, Cornwall, Cooper. 
Redruth, Dec 3 at 11. Trevena, Redruth, 


Pet Nov 5. Peter, 


Stinchcomb, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Monmouth. Adj Oct9. Roberts, 
Usk, Nov 20 at 10. George, Monmouth. 

Strong, Fredk, Derby, Plumber. Pet Nov 1. Weller. Derby, Nov 21 
at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Sykes, Edwd, Glossop, Derby, Retailer of Beer. Pet Nov 4. Macrae, 
Munch, Nov 22 at 11. dish, Manch. ; 

Thompson, Joseph, Middlesbrough, York, Journeyman Joiner. Pet 
Nov 6. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Nov 25 at 11.30, Dobson, 
Middlesbrough. 

Waller, Geo, Sheffield, Fender Manufacturer. Pet Nov5. Rodgers, 
Sheffield, Nov 21 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield, 

Walker, Geo Alex, Plymouth, Devon, no trade. PetNov5. Exeter, 
Nov 25 at 10. Rooker & Co, Plymouth. 

Whalley, David, Yeadon, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Oct 30. Carr, 
Otley, Nov 18at1l. Hartley, Otley. 

Whelan, Thos, Lpool, Pork Butcher. Pet Nov 6. Lpool, Nov 21 at 11, 
Etty, Lpool. 

White, Wm, Scarborough, York, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 25, Woodall. 
Scarborough, Nov 15 at 2. Dale, York. , 

Wilkinson, John, Stainland, York, Factory Hand. Adj Oct 15. Ran- 
kin. Halifax, Nov 22 at 10. 

Williams, Everard Vigis, Ware, Hertford, Builder. Pet Nov 6. Spence, 
Hertford, Nov 19 at 3, Cobham, Ware. 

Wilson, Enoch, Eastrington, York, Labourer. Pet Nov 5. Porter. 

Howden, Nov 21 at 12. Green, Howden. 

Woodburn, Edwd, Hawcoat, Lancaster, Butcher. PetOct 28. Postle- 


thwaite. Ulverston, Nov l4at10. Jackson, Ulverston. 
Tuespay, Nov. 12, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 

Bartlett, Geo Bateman, Upper Gloucester-pl, Dorset-sq, Dentist, 
Nov7. Nov 27at 12. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Chilton, Walter Jas, Loughton, Essex. Pet Nov 9. 
Merriman & Co, Queen-st, Cheapside. 

Dodd, Montague, Philbrick-ter, Nunhead-lane, Peckham, out of busi- 
ness. Pet Nov8. Pepys. Nov 28at12. Rooks & Co, Eastcheap. 

Duffin, Edwd Felix, High-st, Camden-town, Chimney Sweeper. Pet 
Nov 9. Pepys. Nov 28 at2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Dumergue, Geo Cotton, Chertsey, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 7. Pepys. Nov 28 atl. Ashby, Clement’s-lane, Lombard-st. 

Fothergill, John Wm, York-st West, Commercial-rd, Stepney, Clerk. 
Pet Nov9. Murray. Dec2at12. Popham, Basinghall-st. 

Gale, Geo Thos, Winchester, Hants, General Dealer. Pet Nov 8. Nov 
27at 1. Jones, New-inn. 

Hall, Hy, jun, Lanark-pl, Maida-hill, Carrier. Pet Nov7. 

Nov 27 at1. Johnson, High-st, Marylebone. 

Ince, Edwd Percy, Masborough-rd, Hammersmith, Shorthand Writer. 
Pet Nov7. Murray. Nov 27 at 1. Merriman & Buckland, Queen - 
st, Cheapside. 

Izod, Wm Hy, New Cut, Lambeth, Greengrocer. Pet Nov7. Pepys. 
Nov 28 at 12, Padmore, Westminster-bridge-rd. 

James, John, & Wm Weatherby, William-st, Shoreditch, Paper 
Stainers. Pet Nov 5. Nov 27at1l. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Kennard, David, sen, Lamborne, Berks, Surgeon. Pet Nov 4. Nov 
27 at 11. Lott, Parliament-st. 

Lipscomb, Fredk, Headington, nr Oxford, Butter Factor. Pet Nov 8. 
Murray. Dec 2at il. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Manser, Wm, Norwich, Corn Merchant. Pet Nov 7. 
27at1. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Maynard, Hy Edgar, Bowling-st, Westminster, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Nov7. Nov 27at12, Carter, Austinfriars. 

McDonell, Wm, Russell-st, Poplar, Fire-light Manufacturer. Pet Nov 
6. Pepys. Nov 28 at2. Haines, jun, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-st. 

Sayers, Edwin, Lower-grove, Wandsworth, Carpenter. Pet Nov 2. 
Pepys. Nov 28at2. Tandy, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Sharp, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 9 (for pau). Pepys. 
Nov 28 at 2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Shepard, John, Lincoln-st, King-rd, Messenger. Pet Nov7. Pepys. 
Nov 28 at 12. Butcher, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 

Sydenham, Jas, Poole, Hants, Bootmaker. Pet Nov8. Murray. Dec 
2at1l. Skilbeck & Griffith, Bedford-row. 

Turner, John, Leighton Buzzard, Bedfordshire, no business. Pet Nov 
8. Pepys. Nov 28 atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Warden, John Wm, & Thos Bailey, Maddox-st, Regent-st, Drapers. 
Pet Nov 5. Pepys. Nov28atll. ‘Torr & Co, Bedford-row. 

Yaxley, Thos, jun, Sydney-rd, Stockwell, out of business. Pet Nov 9. 
Pepys. Nov 28at 1. Steinberg, Bread-st. 

Yaxley. Geo, Sydney-rd, Stockwell, Bookkeeper. Pet Nov 7. Murray. 
Nov 27 at 1. Steinberg, Bread-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Algar, Wm, sen, Market Deeping, Lincoln, Gardener. Pet Nov 7. 
Bell. Bourn, Nov 27 at 12, Sharpe & Son, Market Deeping. 

Appleton, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet Nov 9, Murray. 
Manch, Nov 27 at ll. Mann, Manch. 

Atyeo, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Nov 5 (for pau). Harley. 
Bristol, Nov 22 at 12. 

Barrett, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Pet Nov6. Kay. Manch, 
Dec 3 at 9.30. Ambler, Manch. 

Bonny, Geo, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 9. Lpool, Nov 23 
at il. Brenner, Lpool. ‘ 
Bradford, Walter, Eastbourne, Sussex, Jonrneyman Carpenter. Pe 
Nov 4. Blaker. Lewes, Nov 25at1l, Hillman, Lewes. F 
Crawford, Alfred, Chester, Currier, Pet Nev 8, Lpool, Nov 22 at 12 

Cartwright, Chester. 


Pet 
Nov 27 at 1. 


Murray. 


Murray. Nov 
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, Wm Jas, sen, Yarmouth, Isle of Wight, Mariner. Pet Nov 6. 
lake. Newport, Nov 23 at 11. Beckingsale, Nowport. 

Derrick, Chas, Rochdale, Lancaster, Iron Moulder. Pet Nov6. Jack- 
son. Rochdale, Nov 26 at1l. Whitehead, Rochdale. 

Edwards, Isaac, Kidderminster, Worcester, Tailor. Pet Nov 9. Tal- 
pet. Kidderminster, Nov 26 at 11, Crowther, Kidderminster. 

Fell, Wm, Carvath, Cornwall, Miner. Pet Nov 6. Carlyon. St Austell 
Nov 23at 11. Meredith, St Austell. 

Filkin, Benj, Tettenhall, Stafford, Blacksmith. Pet Oct 22. Brown, 
Wolverhampton, Nov 25 at 12. Walker, Wolverhampton. 

Goodall, Richd, —- Clay-cross, Derby, Surgeon. Pet Nov8. Wake. 
Chesterfield, Dec 3 at 11. Gee, Chesterfield. 

Godley, Ann, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 8. 
Marshall. Sunderland, Nov 29 at 11. Dixon, Sunderland. 

Hammond, Hy, Blue-town, Sheerness, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 8. Wates. Sheerness, Nov 26 at 1. Hayward, Rochester. 

Hancox, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Horse Dealer. Pet Nov 9. 
Tudor, Birm, Nov 29 at 12. Bartlett. Wolverhampton, 

Hanson, John, jun, Dewsbury, York, Leather Seller. Pet Nov 8. 
Nelson. Dewsbury, Nov 28 at 3.30: Myers, Leeds. 

Harris, Joseph, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Grocer. Pet Oct 31. 
Tibbits. Warwick, Nov 23 at 11. Overell, Leamington Priors. 

Harvey, Hy, Haxey, Lincoln, Shopkeeper. Pet Nov 7. Burton. 
Gainsborough, Nov 26 at 12. Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Hopkins, Robt Widdowson, Salford, Lancaster, Comm Agent. Pet 

ev 8, Hulton. Salford, Nov 23 at 9.30. Shipman, Manch. 

Jeffery, Wm, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 6 Fe Brown. Wolverhampton, Nov 25 at 12, Sirk, Wolver- 
hamp 

Jones, "ihe, a oy Carnarvon, Chemist. Pet Nov 1. Lpool, 
Nov 22 at 11. Harris, Lpool. 

Lofts, Elijah, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Poulterer, Pet Nov9. Reed. Milden- 
hall, Nov 23 at 10. Bye, So joham 

Marsden, Isa Isaac, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 14. Marshall. 

Dec 5at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Micheli, Robt oo tmore, Bakewell, Derby, Ironmonger. Pet Nov 8. 
Hubbersty. ewell, Dec 14 at 12. Unwin, Sheffield. 

ay. Wm ee Westbromwich, Stafford, Retail Brewer. Pet Nov 

Birm, Nov 22 at 12, Jackson, Westbromwich. 

Culham, Chea, Rugeley, Stafford, no profession. Pet Nov 9. Hill. 
Birm, Nov 27 at 12. Bowen, Stafford. 

Perman, Alfred Edwd Peter, Manch, Hosier. Pet Nov 7, Kay. Manch, 
Dec 3 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Purchas, Wm Hy, Wakefield, York, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 7. Mason. 
Wakefield, Nov 26 at 11. Fernandes, Wakefield. 

Proudfoot, Wm, Penrith, Cumberland, Dyer. Pet Nov 7. Varty. Pen- 
rith, Nov 22 at 10. Arnison, Penrith. 

Privett, Wm, Bishop’s Waltham, Southampton, Carpenter. Pet Nov 
8. Gunner. Bishop’s Waltham, Nov 23 at 11. Field, Gosport. 

Payne, Robt, Stotfold, Bedford, Pig Dealer. Pet Nov 7. Hooper. 
Biggleswade, Nov 97 at 10. Barker, Biggleswade. 

Richards, Jas, Phillack, Cornwall, Iron Moulder. Pet Nov 7. Peter. 
Redruth, Dec 3 at 11. Holloway, th. 

Rudge, Saml Holloway, Birm, hy Pet Aug 21. Tudor. Birm, 
Nov 22 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Bir 

Russell, John, Lpool, Cart Owner. Pet Nov 9. Lpool, Nov 25 at 11. 
Blackhurst, Lpool. 

mene Owen, Hayward’s Heath, Sussex, out of business. Pet Nov 

Waugh. Cuckfield, Nov 23 at 11.15. Lamb, Brighton, 

Sherlock, Thos, Harborne, Clerk. PetNov 9. Hill. Birm, Nov 27 at 
12. Fallows, Birm, 

ee, Thos, Easington, Durham, Butcher. Pet Nov 6. 

Wright. Seaham Harbour, Nov 26 at 11. Bell, Sunderland. 

Stilcke, Carl, Sunderland, Durham, Hair Dresser. Pet Nov 7. Gib- 
son. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 26at 12. Robinson, Sunderland. 

Traverse, John, Hulme, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet Nov 8. Hulton. Sal- 
ford, Nov 23 at 9.30. Ambler, Manch. 

Webb, John, Coventry, Warwick, out of business. Pet Nov 6. Kirby. 
Coventry, Nov 26 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Wheale, Wm, Tipton, Stafford, Labourer. PetNov5. Walker. Dud- 
ley, Nov 28 at 12. Topham, Westbromwich. 

Williams, Thos, Four Crosses, Merioneth, Engineer. Pet Nov 4. 
Jones. Portmadoc, Nov 22 at 11. Beese, Portmadoc. 

Winter, Wm, Denton, Sussex, Coal Dealer. Pet Nov 7.  Blaker. 
Lewes, Nov 25 at 11. Jones, Lewes. 

Wray, Wm, Brigg, Lincoln, Watchmaker. Pet Nov 9. Leeds, Nov 27 
atl2, Hett & Co, Brigg. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, Nov. 8, 1867. 
Barnes, Thos, sone Bethnal-green, Boot Manufacturer. Nov 4, 
EspayY, Nov. 12, 1867, 
ay Jas, Wickhill, = Bracknell, Berks, Veterniary Surgeon, 


ll. 
— Wm Bowdler, Wye-villas, Philip-lane, Tottenham, Clerk. 
ov 8, 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
osals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
om, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 


Prurosat For LoAN on MortGaces. 


Date... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of  - mae (i. @., whether for a term certain, or by 
Gnnual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the = of security, and, if land vr build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 


ARR’S FIRE-PROOF SAFES are the cheapest 


and best, Price List free on application.—69, Cannon-street. 


XREEMASONS’ TAVERN COMPANY, Great 
Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn.—The Directors beg to announce 
that the Freemasons’ Tavern having been entirely rebuilt is now replete 
with every accommodation for public and private DINNERS, Balis, Con- 
certs, Meetings, Arbitration and Consulting Rooms, &c. The new hall, 
capable of dining 509 persons, and the various reception-rooms are the 
most elegant and convenient in London. ‘The establishment can be 
inspected and arrangements entered into upon application to the 
Manager, CHARLES GOSDEN. 
Wedding Breakfasts provided. 








THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


| Hypeged requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CEK- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. Nocharge for sketches, 

Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 





steep AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 





ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS. 
FOR CASH, 4s, 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge than has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 


PRICE IF PUT TO ACCOUNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies. 50 Copies. 
8 pages.........£2 28. 08s. £238. 6d. £245. 6d. £2 6s. Gd. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d. setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, l4s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s, 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail, 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO. PLATE is a coat- 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver, Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King’s. 


s. d. 22.4 4224 48 
Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Qandil is 0 280 300 
Dessert ditto ...esescoeee 1 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0 220 
Table Spoons .........002 110 OQandl le 0 28 0 300 
Dessert ditto .....ee.0e. 1 0 Oandl 10 2 115 22606 


Tea Spoons ..ecssseseeese 8 12 Oandd 18 13 0 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sania Tee Spoon for- 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 





AW.—Country solicitors desirous of changing their 
Town Agents may do so considerably to their advantage on appli- 
cation by letter to M. P., 107, Fleet-street, London. 





RTIFICIAL TEETH.—G. H. Jones, Working 
Dentist, begs to callat tention to his self-adhesive Incorrodible 
Mineral Teeth, warrantedin very respect; sets from) £5.—56, Great 





By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN N CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


' Kussell-street (opposite the British Museum Entrance). 
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RITON MEDICAL AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSOCIATION. 

The Directors draw the attention of Solicitors, Bankers, and others, to 
the NEW FORM of indisputable whole world POLICY, issued by this 
Association, a copy of which will be furnished on application. Loans 
granted on Mortgage of Real Estate, Reversions, Life Interests in connec- 
tion with Life Assurance. 

Proposal forms, with detailed prospectuses and every information, may 
be had on application to 

JOHN MESSENT, F.I1.A., F.S.S., Actuary and Secretary, 
429, Strand, and 1, Princes-street, Bank, London. 
The usual Commission allowed Solicitors. 


RIENTAL BANK CORPORA TIUN 
Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 1851. 
Paid-up Capital £1,500,000; Reserved Fund, £444,000, 





COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
CHatRMAN—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Es. 
Deputy-CuaisMaN—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 
James Blyth, Esq. Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. 
Duncan James Kay, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 
John Binny Key, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 
Charles J. F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 


BANKERS, 
The Bank of England ; The Union Bank of London. 


The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at 
Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai, 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 
which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 
or the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 

They undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- 
chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 
paper, the receipt of interest, dividends, pay, pensions, &c., and the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable at ten days’ 
notice, and also for longer periods, the terms for which may be ascer- 
tained on application at their office. 

Office hours, 10 ta 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. 

Threadneedle-street, London 1867. 


Pas AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
BANKERS. 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 


Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Corrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derosits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At4 ditto ditto ditto ditto, 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 

ExcepTionaL Rates for longer periods than twelve months, partic nlars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates anp PurcHasEs effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency. 
British and Indian, transacted, 

J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


——- INVESTMENTS AT 7 PER CENT. 
AND UPWARDS, 








THE CEYLON COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Invest 
ments on Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius at the rate of 7 per cent 
with their guarantee, and at higher rates, according to circumstances 
without such guarantee, 


DIRECTORS. 
LawrorpD ActanD, Fsq., Chairman. 
Major General Henry Pelham Burn. Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Manager—C, J. Brarne, Esq. 


Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the Company, 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London. 
By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


HE LAND MORTGAGE BANK OF INDIA 
(CREDIT FONCIER. INDIEN) LIMITED. 

The fifth Drawing, on account of the Issue of 1864, of £500,000 Five per 
Cent. Debentures of this Bank, redeemable at par within 30 years by 
half-yearly drawings; and the second Drawing, on account of the Issue 
of 1866, of £500,000 Five per Cent. Debentures of this Bank, also redeem- 
able within 30 years by half-yearly drawings, will take place on the 
22nd instant. Notice of the numbers drawn be duly advertised. 

17, Change-alley, Lombard-street. J, WIGGINS, 

Nov. 15, 1867, . Manager. 








T ‘HE MERSEY DOCKS & HARBOUR BOARD 

hereby give Notice, that they are willing to receive LOANS of 
MONEY on the Security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Fiye 
Shillings per Centum, per Annum, interest, for periods.of Three or Five 
Years, and Four Pounds Seven Shillings and Sixpence per Centum, per 
Annum, for Seven Years and upwards. 

Interest Warrants for the whole term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 

Communications to be addressed to GzoncE J. JEFFERSON, Esq., Trea. 
surer, Dock-office, Liverpool. 

By order of the Board, 


JOHN HARRISON, Secretary, 
Dock Office, Liverpool, October 31, 1867, 


A NEW AND SIMPLE METHOD OF BOOK. 
KEEPING FOR SOLICITORS. Price One Shilling. Of the 
fa wg ALFRED T. CRAIG, Accountant, 9, King’s-road, Bedford-r ow 








Just published, price 10s. 6d. 
A SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 
AOTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode 
of procedure under the same for effecting enfranchisement. By JAMES 
CUDDON, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard. 





New ready, the Second Number of 

HE ARTICLED CLERK.—A weekly publication 
to direct and assist Articleé Clerks in their studies, particularly 
those resident in the country. Edited by EDWARD HONSLOWE 
BEDFORD, Solicitor, of 9, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, Author of 
“The Guide to the Preliminary Examination for Solicitors,” “The 
Intermediate and Final Examination Guide to Equity,” etc. One Quar. 
ter’s Subscription, 7s. 6d., payable in advance. Subscriptions to be paid 

to Messrs. Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, 


This day is published, 

A DIGEST of the PRINCIPLES and PRACTICE 

of COMMON LAW, CONVEYANCING, EQUITY, BANKRUPTCY, 
and CRIMINAL LAW. By C. H. ANDERSON, of the Inner Temple, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Lecturer and Reader on Common Law to the 
Incorporated Law Society. In two volumes 8vo., cloth. Vol. I. (Com- 
mon Law, Conveyancing, Equity) price 15s. Vol. II. (Bankruptcy and 
Criminal Law) price 7s. 6d. 

*,* The work is in the form of Question and Answer, the questions 
being all those asked at the final Examination up tothe present time, 
with others selected to illustrate the various subjects. 

Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 


LOVESY’S LAW OF MASTERS AND WORKMEN. 
This day is published, 12mo., 4s., cloth, dedicated by permission to Lord 


- St. Leonards. 
HE LAW OF ARBITRATIONS BETWEEN 
MASTERS AND WORKMEN, as founded upon the 5 Geo. 4,c. 96, 
and 30 & 31 Vict. c. 105, “‘ Councils of Conciliation Act, 1867.” By C. W. 
LOVESY, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Burrerwortus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers, 











IN THE PRress. 
One large volume (about 800 pages) uniform with Chitty’s Index. 
N ANALYTICAL DIGEST OF ALL THE 
IRISH EQUITY REPORTS, from Trinity Term, 1838, to Michael- 
mas Term, 1866, By R. W. GAMBLE, Esq., and W. BARLOW, Esq., 
Barristers-at-Law. c 

This work will include all the decisions in the Irish Equity Courts re- 
ported since the publication of the first edition of O’Donnell and Brady's 
Digest, with a number of prior cases omitted therefrom, and an Index to 
the names of the cases. 

The Publishers have the pleasure to announce that this important 
work is now in the press, and will be published with as little delay as 
possible. Gentlemen wishing to secure copies will kindly send in their 
names at once, as the edition is limited to a small number, 

Dublin: Hopegs, Smrtu, & Co., 104, Grafton-street, 





Now ready. 
TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL ISS' 
TIVYHE LAWYERS’ COMPANION, DIARY, and 
LONDON and PROVINCIAL LAW DIRECTORY for 1868 ; con- 
taining Scales of Costs; Legal Time Tables; an Abstract of the most 
important Acts of the Session of 1867; Members and Officers of the 


SSUE. 


Houses of Lords and Commons, &c., &c., &c. Edited by FREDERICK 
LAWRENCE, of the Middle Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
The Work is strongly bound in cloth, and may be had as under: — 


No. 1. Plain, two days on a page 
2, Plain, two days on a page, interleaved for attendances ...... 
3. Ruled with faint lines, and with or without money columns, 
two days on a pagée........- 
4. Ruled with faint lines, and with or without money columns, 
two days on a page, interleaved for attendances 
5. Whole page for each day, plain... 
6. Whole page for each day, plain, interleaved for attendances 
7. Whole page for each day, ruled with faint lines, and with 
or without money columns 

8. Whole page for each day, ruled with faint lines and with 
or without money columns, interleaved for attendances... 10 

9, Ruled biue lines, without money columns, three days on a 
ABO scsecrccecssaser 
ndon; Stevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 


TH! GUINEA WALLSEND COLLIERY COM- 
PANY, LIMITED, continue to deliver their celebrated GUINEA 
COALS, at 21s. per ton, all the year round, for cash on or before delivery. 
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No agents,—Only Office, 28, Regent-street, Piccadilly, S.W. 
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